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THE JAPS HAVE BOASTED they’re ready for a hundred years of war if neces- 
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It’s up to you—everybody—to pour out America’s might NOW in the 
Mighty 7th War Loan to show the sons of Nippon that their days are actually 
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$1,000 Series E War Savings Bonds at $750 per 
bond, or selling ten $1,000 Bonds during the 7th 
War Loan Drive. For details see your local bank or 
your War Finance Committee Office. 
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The Jewish Frontier 
Anthology 


has been enthusiastically re- 
ceived. The following are a few 
of the numerous flattering com- 
ments: 


“A Bright Mirror” 

The Jewish Frontier Anthology is 
a bright mirror reflecting the life of 
a decade which is red with horror 
and gray with despair. | wonder at 
and admire the way we have kept 
up our hearts. Some of our courage 
we owe to the "Frontier and its 
writers; and | am happy to renew 
my spirits in rereading them. 


MARVIN LOWENTHAL 


“Brilliant” 
The Jewish Frontier Anthology . . 
is merely an illustration of how 
brilliant the writing in your maga- 
zine has been. Even though | do not 
agree with it, | find it most stimu- 
lating and informative. It has the 
quality of being spiritually alive 
which is so unusual these days that 
one cannot well refrain from com- 
menting upon it. 
GEORGE N. SHUSTER, 
Pres. Hunter College 


“A Store of Illuminating Material” 
. A most impressive and valuable 
volume. It is not only rich and 
varied in contents, but beautifully 
printed and most attractive. It is 
a long time since anyone published 
such a collection comprising a 
veritable store of informative and 

illuminating material. 

EMANUEL NEUMANN, 


Commission on Palestine Surveys 


Owing to the surprisingly great 
demand, our stock of the anthol- 
ogy is rapidly being exhausted. 
Our readers are advised to order 
their copies without delay. 


576 pages °* Price, only $2.00 
Canada and foreign, $2.50 


Send orders to 
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New York 3, N. Y. 
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PALESTINE AND THE TRUSTEESHIP 
(CHARTER 


re THE PAST MONTH final changes were made 
in those clauses of the UNCIO Charter dealing 
with dependent territories, and a draft agreed upon 
by all the sponsors was approved. As was indicated 
in last month’s JEWISH FRONTIER (“The Trustee- 
ship Issue” by Benjamin Akzin), Zionists went to 
San Francisco without illusions or false expectations. 
What they tried to obtain there was not a positive 
solution of the Palestine problem, but the avoidance 
of any formula, adopted through inadvertence, which 
might in the future be used against Jewish interests 
in Palestine. That there were grounds for such a fear 
has become evident in the interim. Arab representa- 
tives of course, as might have been expected, delib- 
erately sought the adoption of such clauses as would 
leave no room for the special position of the Jewish 
people in Palestine. But even without such transpar- 
ently hostile purpose, some of the general formula- 
tions to be expected in provisions with regard to de- 
pendent peoples called for special safeguards of the 
Jewish position in Palestine. Thus the preamble to 
this section of the charter contains a promise that the 
nations administering dependent areas will recognize 
the principle that “the interests of the inhabitants of 
these territories are paramount.” Such a clause is cer- 
tainly proper in a charter of freedom for dependent 
peoples; but unless qualified it could be used to dam- 
age the vital, internationally recognized interests of 
the Jewish people in Palestine, a dependent territory 
where Jews do not as yet form the bulk of “the in- 
habitants.” 


Such safeguards were provided in three significant 
provisions of the Trusteeship Charter: in Section A, 
paragraph 1, and Section B, paragraphs 2 and 5. The 
language of these as well as other provisions of the 
UNCIO Charter is aeliberately general and vague: 
every effort was made to sidestep avoidable trouble in 
this way. No doubt a vast literature will grow up 
over every paragraph of the charter, including its 
trusteeship provisions; but the circumstances of the 
adoption of these formulae leave little doubt as to 
their bearing with regard to Palestine. ‘ 

According to Section B, paragraph 2, it is one of 
the purposes of the United Nations organization: 

“To promote the political, economic, social and educa- 
tional advancement of the trust territories and their in- 
habitants and their progressive development toward self- 
government or independence as may be appropriate to 
the particular circumstances of each territory and its 
peoples and the freely expressed wishes of the peoples 


concerned, and as may be provided by the trusteeship 
arrangement.” 


The Soviet delegation as well as delegates from 
several other countries (including of course the 
Arabs) demanded on a number of occasions that the 
words “self government or” be deleted from the above 
draft, so that complete independence would be set 
up as the only goal of development for all trust 
areas. The majority of the Trusteeship Committee 
however, united upon a formula which included both 
local autonomy, or self government, and political 
independence as goals of development for such terri- 
tories, in view of the fact that certain countries will 
probably not be ready for complete independence 
for many years and in others, special circumstances 
and international interests and obligations demand 
that full sovereignty be withheld for a certain time. 

Under this paragraph, Palestine in coming years 
could be granted a form of self-government under 
special conditions worked out for the purpose with- 
out political independence. Given a favorable atti- 
tude toward Zionism the paragraph could be inter- 
preted as meaning that, although the Palestine popu- 
lation is no less prepared for political independence 
than many another group, international obligations 
—such as increased Jewish immigration—must be 
carried out there which make it impossible to regard 
its people as politically independent, for this would 
mean today setting up an Arab State which would 
prohibit Jewish immigration. 

The Arab delegation tried hard to delete the word 
“peoples” from the above text, so that it would speak 
of the “particular circumstances of each territory and 
its population and the freely expressed wishes of the 
populations concerned.” They fully understood that 
if the Palestine problem is to be handled in accord- 
ance with the adopted text, it means considering the 
conditions and freely expressed desires of at least two 
peoples, the Arabs and the Jews, rather than only 
of the present majority population. Their opposition 
was not successful however, and the text, as adopted 
by the committee, spoke of “peoples” and not “peo- 
ple“ or “population.” In this way indirectly and con- 
ditionally some safeguard was provided for Jewish 
interests. To the extent that this matter may be re- 
garded as a struggle between Jews and Arabs, one 
may say that Arab delegates were defeated. 

Paragraph 5 of Section B of the Trusteeship Chap- 
ter was unofficially referred to, not without reason, 
as the Palestine paragraph. The final text of this 
paragraph reads as follows: 


“Except as may be agreed upon in individual trustee- 
ship arrangements, made under Paragraphs 3, 4, and 6, 
placing each territory under the trusteeship system, and 
until such agreements have been concluded, nothing in 
this charter shall be construed in or of itself to alter in 
any manner the rights whatsoever of any states or any 
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peoples or the terms of existing international instru- 
ments to which member states may respectively be 
parties. This paragraph should not be interpreted as giv- 
ing grounds for delay or postponement of the negotia- 
tion and conclusion of the agreements for placing man- 
dated and other territories, as provided for in Paragraph 
3, under the trusteeship system.” 
Here again we encounter the use of the expression 
“peoples.” The Arab delegations fought hard in this 
case, too, for the substitution of “people.” Their pur- 
pose was that in each territory only one “people” was 
to be regarded as endowed with political interests. In 
Palestine their formula would have meant that— 
pending the adoption of specific agreements—only 
one “people,” namely, the “people of Palestine,” in- 
cluding both Jews and Arabs with Arabs in the ma- 
jority, would have their rights safeguarded by the 
Charter. If adopted, this formula could easily have 
been interpreted as meaning that except for the Jew- 
ish minority of 600,000 in the “Palestinian people,” 
the Jewish people would have no interest or rights 
requiring protection in Palestine. The American 
delegation with a number of others, particularly the 
New Zealanders, saw clearly what was intended by 
this maneuver and thanks to their consistent support 
the text of this paragraph was formulated in a man- 
ner which indirectly safeguards the rights of the 
whole Jewish people in Palestine. Naturally, this 
protection is valid only until such a time as a special 
agreement between the states concerned or a peace 
conference will either augment those rights or, con- 
ceivably, restrict them. The Soviet delegation at 
first accepted the paragraph as formulated and then 
(as they indicated, for reasons unrelated to their at- 
titude on Zionism) demanded that it be completely 
eliminated from the charter, but finally agreed to 
it in the form cited above. 


It will be noted that the text of paragraph 5 does 
not specifically protect “mandates” or rights granted 
to states or peoples under the mandates system. This 
was not a matter of chance. In the formula recom- 
mended by the Zionist representatives to friendly 
delegations, there was specific mention of rights 
granted under the mandates, as distributed after the 
last war. However, certain groups among the Amer- 
icans demanded that a substitute expression “the 
terms of existing instruments” be used. The term 
“instruments” is both broader and less precise than 
“mandates.” Those who favored this term were con- 
cerned with obtaining for agreements which may 
be concluded by the United States with regard to 
territories in the Pacific Zone a partial juridical safe- 
guard. If the precise term “mandates” had been used, 
certain American interests might not have been cov- 
ered, whereas “instruments” would refer to both man- 
dates and other agreements. Zionists’ representatives 
saw in this formula a possible danger for Jewish in- 
terests in Palestine: it was conceivable that the White 
Paper might be regarded as an “instrument,” for it 
had been approved by the British Parliament. This 
fact was brought to the attention of the American 


5 


delegation and other delegations with the result that 
the text now reads “international instruments.” The 
White Paper cannot under any interpretation be re- 
garded as an “international instrument” in the sense 
of an agreement, for it was unilaterally announced 
by a single government without the consent of the 
Council of the League of Nations or the agreement 
of a single other state. An “international instru- 
ment” must have at least two parties who have mu- 
tually and officially agreed upon its terms. 

One of the last changes to be adopted in the Trus- 
teeship Chapter of the proposed UNCIO Charter 
was in section A, paragraph I. This defines the pur- 
poses of the World Security Organization with regard 
to all dependent peoples, not only those to be placed 
under trusteeship. As first formulated the paragraph 
promised only to develop self-government for de- 
pendent peoples, and did not mention independence. 
The persistent efforts of the Phillipine delegation to 
include independence among the stated objectives 
“according to the particular circumstances” for all 
dependent areas, not only those in trust, led to 
eventual agreement on the following compromise 
formula: 

“(B) To develop self-government, to take due account 
of the political aspirations of the peoples, and to assist 
them in the progressive development of their free polit- 
ical institutions, according to the particular circum- 


stances of each territory and its peoples, and their vary- 
ing stages of advancement.” 


It will be noted that here again there is reference 
to “each territory and its peoples.” The Arab delega- 
tion, following its consistent strategy, tried to have 
this altered to read “each territory and its people.” 
This would have meant that in Palestine only one 
“people,” the Palestinian people—in the majority 
Arab—could have legitimate “political aspirations.” 
The formula as adopted does not permit of such an 
interpretation. 

Thus to the extent that the Zionist purpose in San 
Francisco was to carry out the old rule of Roman 
medicine, “Above all, see to it that the patient's 
condition does not worsen,” the work was done con- 
scientiously and with success. A number of concrete 
dangers were met and averted. The Arab opposition 
—notwithstanding its great “public relations” suc- 
cess in certain quarters—did not achieve the par- 
ticular objectives it tried to gain in San Francisco. 

This does not course, give us any grounds for being 
triumphant. All the safeguards we gained in San 
Francisco are no more than juridical guarantees that 
we will not be unjustly treated by indirection or out 
of sheer oversight, so to speak. We did not get (and 
it was objectively inconceivable that we should) any 
guarantee that we will not be unjustly treated in the 
most open and brutal fashion through special agree- 
ments that may be concluded in the future, whether 
between Great Britain and the United States, among 
the Big Three or Big Five, or at a Peace Conference. 
The Jewish problem remains unsettled, and all the 
hopes and fears, and all the great dangers of our 
situation continue. 








Racist COUNTERATTACK 


[* THE COURSE of the past month, the cause of 
racial equality in the United States has received 
a number of setbacks. Proponents of laws outlawing 
discrimination in employment on grounds of race, 
religion, or ancestry had been pampered by easy 
success. The various fair employment practices com- 
missions, state and federal, had been more or less 
handed to us on a platter by executive authorities, in 
view of wartime manpower needs. If any sector of 
public opinion can claim some credit for these epoch- 
al‘ gains, it is chiefly the Negro March on Wash- 
ington movement. Only in the case of the Ives-Quinn 
bill, setting up a permanent state FEPC in New York 
State, was a broad mobilization of public opinion 
largely instrumental in success. When similar pro- 
posals were put forward in other states, we began to 
see stray indications of the gathering of the opposition 
klans. 

The full frontal blow was delivered in the United 
States Congress. Riding the crest of the onslaught 
was that case-hardened white supremacy champion, 
Congressman Rankin. Taking advantage of committee 
hearings nominally concerned with abuses in the 
Veterans Administration, the ancient paladin of native 
American racism mounted his Civil War field pieces 
against—of all things—the United States Army, 
which he charged with an attempt to break down 
color-caste lines in the Veterans Administration. 

But this was a mere individual foray. The real 
offensives were being carried out in other House and 
Senate Committees. First the two Appropriations 
Committees refused to grant an appropriation for the 
current work of the wartime FEPC, notwithstanding 
the continuing war with Japan, in which fair treat- 
ment of minority, and particularly colored groups is 
a morale and psychological warfare factor of the first 
importance. Then the House Rules Committee re- 
fused to send the Norton-Chavez bill for a permanent 
FEPC to the House floor, and a discharge petition still 
(at this writing) lacks the necessary number of sig- 
natures of Representatives. The latest development so 
far has been a decision by the House Appropriations 
Committee to recommend a budget sufficient only 
to liquidate the wartime FEPC. 

When this appears in print, our readers will doubt- 
less know whether or not, in the closing weeks of 
. the present Congressional session, this racist counter- 
attack has been stemmed. Whatever the immediate 
outcome, it has become clear that public opinion still 
has much work to do in driving home and augment- 
ing wartime gains in this field. We had the support 
of President Roosevelt and have the support of Presi- 
dent Truman. The adoption of anti-discrimination 
planks by both major political parties in 1944 is a 
good index of the degree of popular sympathy that 
this ideal commands. The success of wartime FEPC 
operations have given assurance that general public 
compliance with the demands of non-discrimination 
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in employment, given adequate law and satisfactory 
enforcement, will be far more ready than many of the 
timid had feared. 


But all these signs of public support will not safe- 
guard us from the sabotage of die-hard mossbacks in 
Congress. Their ravages will only by checked when 
they themselves have been dislodged. None who are 
interested in promoting “respect for human rights” 
right here in this country can afford to neglect their 
share in this work. 


THE REFUGEES AT OSWEGO 


mt) ONE YEAR AGO, a thousand “guests” 
were brought to the United States and given 
“shelter” at Fort Ontario in Oswego, New York. 
They were admitted outside the regular immigration 
procedure on condition that they were to be “re- 
patriated” after the end of the war in Europe. For a 
year they have been interned in the Emergency 
Refugee Shelter and kept as wards of the United 
States, without any chance to begin reestablishing 
themselves permanently. (In Italy, whence they came, 
many were not interned but lived outside the camp; 
some were employed; and, as it turned out, all could 
have obtained citizenship.) Now the war in Europe 
is over, and a group of Yugoslav refugees have al- 
ready departed for home. The others, Polish, German, 
and Austrian Jews, cannot and do not wish to return 
to their “homelands” in Europe. 


A certain number, before coming to America, had 
already made application for admission as regular 
immigrants under the quota system. But if the literal 
provisions of the understanding under which they 
were admitted are followed, they will be deported— 
whither?—and, as a result of having enjoyed Uncle 
Sam’s hospitality as guests, they will have missed the 
opportunity to enter the American community as 
citizens. Whatever the terms of the understanding 
on which they came here, it is hard to believe that 
these persons would have acted so gravely against 
their own interest if they had clearly understood that 
this was to be the upshot of their coming to Oswego. 
And indeed there have been persistent reports that 
United Nations’ and other officials in Italy who were 
active in making up the list of a thousand had given 
some of the refugees, at least, the impression that, 
whatever the terms they agreed to, they would not 
be compelled to leave the United States at the end 
of the war. 


Whatever the facts behind these rumors, it is 
clear that the United States would be acting entirely 
within its legal rights, and in accordance with its bond, 
if it should now deport its “guests” each to his particu- 
lar inferno. But there are some rights which are 
better not exercised. In this case, to insist on our 
“tights” as regards the guests in Oswego would be 
truly to deliver a cruel blow to the cause of justice 
and humanity. 
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Let us recall the circumstances under which we ad- 
mitted these guests. In Bermuda, during the Easter 
season of 1943, we gave only one promise to relieve 
the bleak prospect of our refusal to help rescue the 
Jews of Europe: we promised to remove Jews from 
neutral countries in Europe, so that those countries 
could continue to admit new fugitives from Hitler. 
For a year after that, public opinion pleaded in vain 
for the United States to keep that promise in its own 
territories, so that it could the more powerfully in- 
sist on others of the United Nations’ opening their 
gates. 

It was not until more than a year later that the 
Oswego project was adopted. If this was proposed as 
part payment on the Bermuda promise, then it was 
a sham and a fraud. By setting a figure of one 
thousand as the maximum the United States was 
planning to admit, the “shelter” project was robbed 
of any value it might conceivably have had (late in 
1944!) as an incentive to neutral countries to con- 
tinue admitting refugees. Moreover, the area “re- 
lieved” of a thousand refugees was liberated Italy, 
which at that time no longer figured prominently as 


a place to which Jews could escape. 

Why then was the project undertaken? There 
are two conceivable reasons: first and probably most 
important, as a face-saving gesture at a time, un- 
comfortably close to elections, when there was con- 
siderable feeling in the country about the wretched 
role played by the United States in the United 
Nations’ failure to rescue Jews; and secondly, per- 
haps, as a convenience for the armed forces, who felt 
burdened by too many refugees in Italy. Whatever 
the reasons, certainly the rescue of Jews in Europe 
was not prominent among them. And as for the 
individuals who became our guests, they were treated 
like pawns whose own interests were of no account 
at all. 

The time has now come when the interests of 
these people must be considered. Where they shall 
go is a matter in which they themselves should 
primarily be consulted. And if, as has happened else- 
where, most of them request permission to stay in 
the United States as quota immigrants or to go to 
Palestine, technical obstacles must not be permitted 
to rob them of their well-deserved peace and rest. 


Is Murder a Crime? 
A COMMENT ON JUSTICE JACKSON’S REPORT 
by Maurice L. Perlzweig 


Seve REPORT made by Mr. Justice Robert H. 
Jackson, as Chief of Counsel for the United States 
in the prosecution of Axis war criminals, to Presi- 
dent Truman is more than a great state paper which 
presents an argument with superb cogency and clarity. 
The formal approval given to its conclusions by the 
President makes it an historic statement of national 
policy which may well mark a turning point in the 
history of human society. 

For more than three years prior to Mr. Jackson’s 
appointment, high officials of the United Nations, 
including some of the most distinguished lawyers and 
diplomats of our time, had been conducting negotia- 
tions in an attempt to formulate an united policy on 
the treatment of war criminals. In no other sector of 
the war effort had progress been so slow and uncertain 
and in none was the outlook so clouded. The Allied 
Governments had not even succeeded in establishing 
a common organization either to examine the prob- 
lem or to make the necessary preparations for the dis- 
charge of the obligations in regard to the trial of 
war criminals solemnly and publicly assumed by their 
foremost spokesmen. The failure to arrive at an 
agreement with the Soviet Union on its representa- 
tion in the War Crimes Commission in London, for 
reasons never clearly publicly stated and which it 
would be profitless now to discuss, robbed that body 
of the importance and authority which it might other- 


wise have enjoyed. Nor did the principal govern- 
ments represented appear to attach any weight to its 
recommendations on policy. There was no agreement 
on the definition of war crimes or on the nature of the 
tribunals to be set up to try the major criminals or 
even on the question as to whether these major crim- 
inals should be tried at all. 

It is true, and it must in all fairness be added, that 
the United Nations labored under certain grave difh- 
culties in making detailed arrangements for the trial 
of war criminals so long as the enemy had it in his 
power to exact vengeance from defenceless Allied 
prisoners of war. The enemy’s total lack of scruples 
gave him a hideous advantage over us. We were - 
doomed from the beginning to discomfiture in any 
attempt to compete with him in reprisals, and we 
need not be ashamed to admit it. The refusal of the 
British Government to bring Rudolph Hess to trial, 
for example, about which so much nonsense has been 
written, must be judged in the light of this considera- 
tion. 

* * * 

But this was not the main, or even an important, 
obstacle to the formulation of a coherent policy on 
war crimes. The difficulty lay much deeper. There 
were not wanting lawyers of great eminence and 
learning who argued that heads of states were im- 
mune from prosecution, that superior orders were a 
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valid defense for the commission of what are com- 
monly regarded as crimes, and that many of the 
worst outrages, including unprovoked military ag- 
gression, committed by the enemy, however morally 
reprehensible, were not crimes in international law 
and were therefore not punishable. This is, of course, 
only the crudest summary of a position which was 
sustained by an immense and sterile erudition and 
argued with a vehemence worthy of a better cause. 
Moreover, there were statesmen and diplomats who 
were quite ready to dispose of the criminals by treaty 
but who showed a marked distaste for the holding of 
trials. 

If these views had prevailed, and there were 
moments when the peril was great, it is not difficult 
to see what would have been the consequences. We 
should have acquiesced in the view that military 
aggression is legal and privileged. We should have 
justified the charge of those who hold that the 
Kellogg-Briand Pact and similar international instru- 
ments were cruel and cynical deceptions. We should 
have established the doctrine that murder, subject 
only to careful choice of time, place, and auspices, 
need not be a crime. 

It is a melancholy fact, but none the less a fact, 
that law has a habit of moving somewhat haltingly 
in the wake of justice. It is the constant effort to 
close the gap which makes human progress possible. 
To widen it is to threaten the moral foundations of 
society. Yet that is precisely what the publicists and 
diplomats of whom I have been speaking were in 
sober fact seeking to do. There are lawyers, happily 
few in number, who take a perverted pride in drawing 
a sharp line of demarcation between law and justice. 
But they ask too much when they invite us to acquiesce 
in a world in which thousands of gangsters would be 
left at large to boast of their murders, and in which 
any tyrant could prepare his aggressions in the cer- 
tainty that the very states he seeks to overwhelm will, 
if he fails, provide a sufficiency of learned sophistry 
to assure him immunity. 

* * . 

From these legal perils Justice Jackson, more than 
any man living, has delivered us. “The legal position 
which the United States will maintain,” he writes, 
“being thus based on the common sense of justice, 
is relatively simple and non-technical. We must not 
permit it to be complicated or obscured by sterile 
legalisms developed in the age of imperialism to make 
war respectable.” To write these sentences was an act 
of high moral courage. The labored pedantries which, 
under the authority of great names have “complicated 
and obscured” a simple issue of justice and have held 
the chancelleries of great states in thrall for three 
long years, are swept aside; the “common sense of 
justice,” which is very like the common man’s sense 
of justice, comes into its own. 

Anyone who doubts the creative, I had almost said 
revolutionary, quality of Justice Jackson’s conclusion 
need only read the statements made in the British 
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Parliament or by the United States State Depart- 
ment on the punishment of outrages committed 
before September, 1939. The governments were per- 
suaded by the legalists that these acts were not wat 
crimes. That they were crimes of a sort could scarcely 
be denied, but official spokesmen steadily refused to 
admit that they came within the scope of those who 
were charged with the duty of bringing war criminals 
to justice. In the end, of course, the governments had 
to yield to the pressure of public opinion and pledged 
themselves to punish these “pre-war” criminals, but 
at the same time the earlier view that these were or- 
dinary crimes and not war crimes was maintained in 
deference to the legalists. Why America and Britain 
should have adopted an attitude of extreme conserva- 
tism in the definition of war crimes on the one hand, 
and on the other have cheerfully embraced the revolu- 
tionary claim that international tribunals may proper- 
ly assert the right to try criminals alleged to be guilty 
of ordinary crimes committed in time of peace, no 
one has attempted to explain. 

Nor did the decisions taken on the highest politi- 
cal levels clear up the confusions and uncertainties. 
The Moscow declaration of November 1, 1943 by 
the heads of governments did apparently nothing to 
bridge the gulf which separated the Russian from the 
Anglo-American approach, and the problem came 
under review again at Yalta. It was there decided 
that final practical decisions should be taken at the 
next meeting of the Foreign Secretaries. These states- 
men met at San Francisco, and they met at a time 
when the need for final decisions was obviously not 
only desirable but imperative. How much time and 
thought they were able to devote to the problem of 
war crimes has not been disclosed. Certainly no light 
came from San Francisco. After years of discussion, 
the collapse of the enemy found the United Nations 
unprepared to carry out their pledges to bring the 
criminals to justice. 

Fortunately for civilized humanity, it was at this 
juncture that Justice Jackson received his commission. 
The magnitude of his achievement stands out against 
a background of years of vacillation, uncertainty, and 
controversy. His report outlines the American pro- 
posals in terms so clear and persuasive that there 
can no longer be any doubt as to the principles they 
embody; and the immense task of preparing the 
American case has begun. Conferences with the 
British Attorney-General and his assistants have re- 
sulted in substantial Anglo-American agreement. The 
French have accepted in principle the American pro- 
posals for trials before an international military 
tribunal. And even of Soviet Russia, which has so 
far elected to go its own way, Mr. Jackson feels en- 
titled to say that “there is no reason to doubt that it 
will unite in the prosecution.” 

* ¥ * 
This is a formidable achievement in the short space 


of a month. The root of the matter is that the Justice 
realizes that the law is made for man and not man 
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for the law. He eschews all the abracadabra of “ster- 
ile legalism.” He does not have to consult his text 
books to discover whether murder is a crime. Above 
all, he sees Nazi crime steadily and he sees it whole. 

He is not primarily concerned with the multitude 
of petty criminals, the swinish sots who wallowed in 
the bestialities of Nazi corruption. They will be dealt 
with faithfully enough at the scenes of their crimes. 
His purpose is to indict those who have been re- 
sponsible for conceiving and executing the Nazi 
master plan “to incite and commit the aggressions 
and barbarities which have shocked the world.” It 
was a crime committed “against the whole society of 
civilized nations by a band of brigands who had seized 
the instrumentality of a state.” “We will accuse,” he 
adds, “‘a large number of individuals and officials who 
were in authority in the government, in the military 
establishment, including the General Staff, and in the 
financial, industrial, and economic life of Germany.” 

Nor does the Justice see any fundamental or in- 
superable difficulty in discovering a law which can be 
applied at the trials. “We shall punish acts which 
have been regarded as criminal since the time of Cain 
and have been so written in every civilized code.” 
If the legalists have complained plaintively that they 
can discover no existing international law which may 
appropriately be applied to certain classes of criminals, 
it is because they have looked no further from their 
noses than into their text books. Justice Jackson 
has looked into what so respectable an international 
instrument as the fourth Hague Convention calls the 
usage established among civilized peoples, the laws 
of humanity, and the dictates of the public conscience. 
That is why, as I have said, he does not have to con- 
sult his text books to discover whether murder is a 
crime. 

Taking the view that he does, the artificial distinc- 
tion between war crimes and “pre-war” crimes simply 
does not exist for Justice Jackson. The monstrous 
conspiracy of the Nazis against mankind cannot be 
chopped up into artificial fragments. The public con- 
science demands that the authors of the whole of 
the conspiracy, which began with the Nazi assump- 
tion of power on January 30, 1933, shall be brought 
to justice, and it is the public conscience which Justice 
Jackson makes articulate. 

* * * 

This is the approach to the problem of war crimes 
for which the enlightened conscience of humanity has 
been waiting, too often with that kind of hope de- 
ferred which maketh the heart sick. And this is the 
approach for which the Jewish people have been wait- 
ing. For, the attempt to annihilate the Jewish people 
was an integral element in the master plan. At last 
we have the assurance that those who have compassed 
the death of one in every three Jews in the world 
will be publicly judged by a tribunal representing 
the conscience of humanity. We shall no longer have 
to argue that the guilt for murder in the Frankfurt 
of 1938 was exactly the same as the guilt for murder 
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in the Warsaw of 1942. We shall no longer be told 
in effect that the Jewish people does not exist even 
for the purposes of martyrdom. We shall no longer 
be told in effect that the death of each Jew is a sep- 
arate act without relation to the deaths of other Jews, 
and that the Jewish tragedy is a figment of the 
imagination which has no place in a court of law. 

“Atrocities and offenses, including atrocities and 
persecutions on racial or religious grounds, com- 
mitted since 1933” are among the charges which 
Justice Jackson has formulated against the Nazi lead- 
ers. Earlier in the report, he speaks of “persecutions 
of the greatest enormity on religious, political, and 
racial grounds” which were “preparatory to the 
launching of an international court of aggression.” 
Many months ago, the World Jewish Congress in 
formulating a Jewish policy on war criminals urged 
that “the acts for which the criminals will be held 
responsible must include all forms of persecution of 
racial, religious, and political minorities committed 
since January 30, 1933 in the course of and inci- 
dental or preparatory to the war.” The formulation 
is different, but the proposals are identical. Justice 
Jackson has justified the stand taken by the Congress 
and the organizations which have followed it. 

It is the phrase “since 1933” which is crucial. A 
whole philosophy is concealed in it as well as a defini- 
tion of war crimes. It has been the center of argu- 
ment in legislatures and embassies and the legalists 
have sought to expunge it from the official records of 
war guilt. But it has come to stay. It is this phrase 
which gives us the assurance that the Jewish case will 
be adequately presented to the tribunal and that the 
necessary machinery will be established to prepare 
" * * * 

Only one important Jewish demand is missing 
from the report and that is Jewish representation at 
the bar of the international tribunal. We do not ask 
to be seated among the judges: we had rather that 
the civilized world sat in judgment. But does not 
that same civilized world owe us the right of pre- 
senting our own case? Are not our six million Jewish 
dead to have a single living Jewish voice to speak for 
them? It will be said, as it has been said, that others 
will claim the right. We may be sure that others will 
receive the right, since they will have states to speak 
for them. But what state will speak for the Jews? 
And what others are there who are in the same posi- 
tion in relation to the Nazi conspiracy? To what 
other people or race or faith or group did Hitler deny 
every road of escape from death for every single one 
of its members on the sole ground of birth? 

It is the mark of great statesmanship that it creates 
precedent rather than follows it. The report which 
Mr. Jackson has presented is an illustration of that 
truth. That is why it will be read and reread for many 
years to come wherever men hope and strive for a 
better world. And it is precisely because Mr. Jackson 
has addressed himself to the problem of war crimes 
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with the high moral courage and imaginative power 
of a precedent maker that we are encouraged to hope 
he may still find a way of assuring Jewish representa- 
tion at the trials. It cannot be denied that the absence 
of an obvious precedent for such a course would deny 
it consideration in the mind of an average lawyer. 
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But Justice Jackson is not an average lawyer; he is 
one of the foremost jurists of our time. If he could 
devise an appropriate means to satisfy the legitimate 
desire of the Jewish people to be heard at the trials, 
he would add immeasurably to the debt we already 
owe him. 


On Hebrewcide 


by Marie Syrkin 


HE WORD “atrocity” is acquiring new connota- 

tions. The generation that grew up after the First 
World War knew clearly what “atrocity stories” were. 
They were the inventions of unscrupulous propagan- 
dists, and the more dreadful the tale, the less truthful 
the content. This state of mind about “atrocities” was 
a great boon to all those not concerned. From 1933 on 
people could nod their heads knowingly whenever 
some report of Nazi infamy reached their ears. That 
was a good deal more comfortable than accepting the 
information as bona fide. Even when accounts whose 
credibility could not be disputed began to appear in 
the general press, the ingrained reluctance to be- 
lieve, as well as lack of imagination, prevented people 
from reacting adequately to the reports they glanced 
at as they turned the pages of their daily paper. 

But now “atrocity stories” are in better repute. The 
extermination centers have been photographed. Films 
of Majdanek, of Buchenwald, and other concentration 
camps have been made by the United States and by 
Russia. The public has had a chance to see the 
mounds of charred bones and the faces of the sur- 
vivors. The “atrocities” have been on display. For 
thirty-five cents anyone could go to a news-reel 
theatre and look into the depths. Even the general 
motion-picture houses carried shorter versions of the 
Signal Corps releases so that the American public 
might at last “believe.” 

Eisenhower had asked that America familiarize 
itself with the truth. Of course, not all theatres com- 
plied with this request. Radio City excused itself on 
the grounds that its public was too sensitive—women 
and children of tender years. Besides it might have 
been difficult to devise suitable pirouettes for the 
subsequent ballet of the Rockette maidens. Most of 
the motion-picture houses that showed the “atrocity” 
pictures were careful to omit those reels which might 
prove too shocking. The condensed versions—those 
most commonly shown—were not cut with a view 
to retaining the most revelatory material in the brief- 
€st compass. They were cut to attenuate rather than to 
abbreviate. The American public was spared the spec- 
tacle of the mingled mass of dead and dying which 
appeared in the original Signal Corps films. The sight 
of an arm or leg twitching here and there among 
mounds of corpses was not permitted to harrow the 
audience. The editing was considerate. Furthermore, 


at the beginning of the reel the spectators were en- 
joined to lock away if they did not have strong 
stomachs. They could close their eyes for fifteen min- 
utes, and then look calmly at the entertaining feature 
that followed. 

However, despite these successful attempts to lessen 
the impact, enough remained to convince the public. 
America saw the furnaces and the carefully contrived 
equipment used to burn human beings. It saw the 
methodically assorted piles of shoes, of eye-glasses, 
of children’s toys, belonging to the murdered. It even 
saw the faces of a few survivors, carried out on 
stretchers by their liberators. It saw enough to under- 
stand that “atrocities” could be reinstated as a word 
in good standing. Thanks to these films something 
of the nature of Nazi crime has belatedly begun to 
seep into the American consciousness 

* * * 


Nevertheless there is something which these pic- 
tures—whether the Russian or the American—will 
not help America to understand. An audience can 
sit through one of these films, gasp with horror or 
compassion at some given moment, and leave without 
any comprehension of the fact that the extermination- 
centers were created for the primary purpose of mur- 
dering Jews, that the faces they had seen were few- 
ish faces, that the dolls and babies’ shoes lying in 
their appropriate heaps belonged to Jewish children. 
This may also be due to editing. Perhaps the original 
versions did not think it necessary to soft-pedal this 
essential element: that the victims were slaughtered 
because they had Jewish blood. Wherever the blame 
may lie, the fact remains that just as the public has 
been sheltered from the most poignant and terrible 
scenes in the films, so it has been protected from the 
realization that this was the end-product of anti- 
Semitism. 

Admittedly, other nationalities also were led into 
the murder-factories, but the overwhelming majority 
was Jewish. Whether the proportion be 90% or 
99%, we know whose bodies fed the crematoriums. 

I saw the picture of Majdanek filmed by the Rus- 
sians—the gray house of murder where no one living 
remained, only the testimony of skulls and ashes and 
the neatly catalogued belongings of the dead. There, 
among other mounds, lay heaps of passports, some 
of which the narrator held up, as he recited: French, 
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Polish, Czech, Greek, Russian, etc. He did not add: 
French Jew, Polish Jew, Czech Jew, Greek Jew, Rus- 
sian Jew. That item of information was omitted as 
irrelevant. 

A funeral service is shown in the Majdanek film 
—a service held by the townspeople in commemora- 
tion of the “exterminated.” It is a Christian service, 
with crucifixes and priests. I do not begrudge the 
Christian victims of Majdanek the rites of their faith 
or the symbols of their religion. Had there been but 
one Christian martyr in Majdanek, it was fitting that 
his ashes and memory be honored with all solemnity. 
But a film of Majdanek which showed the cross, 
should have shown another symbol too. Where was 
the Star of David? Where was the rabbi to mourn 
the countless thousands of Jewish dead? That is a 
question that cannot be waived. 

An uninformed audience which sees the Majdanek 
film will remember the cross. It will recall the cosmo- 
politan enumeration of all the peoples of Europe. 
It will have no inkling of the identity of those who 
came in sealed wagons to fill the gas chambers. The 
memory of the Jewish martyrs has been annihilated 
in death, just as their bodies had been annihilated in 
life. That is a sacrilege as well as a bitter travesty of 
the truth. 

The American films mention “Jews” in their list- 
ing of nationalities, but without any special emphasis. 
I shall not forget the faces of some of the “Poles” I 
saw carried out by American soldiers. It is hard to 
establish contact with piles of ashes and bones, with 
masses of bodies in mass-graves. One stares at bone 
and ash almost as if one were already dead oneself 
and past feeling. But the eyes of the living—the half- 
dead, some of whom may survive and more of whom 
have been freed too late—cannot be evaded. 

A young man, carried out on a stretcher, looked 
out at the audience directly. The gaunt face, the 
immense tragic eyes of this “Pole” or “Frenchman” — 
there was rio mistaking them. We looked at him with 
horror and astonishment. He looked at us, the passive 
spectators, with horror too—a profounder horror 
than ours. 


I have seen news-reels of men dying on the battle- 
field, and God knows there is no lack of agony on 
those young faces, but there is a difference between 
even the intensest suffering and the mute boundless 
horror one sees in the eyes of those who were rescued 
from Oswiecim or Buchenwald or Treblinka. It pro- 
ceeds from levels of experience previously not known 
to man, and it encompasses not only the devils who 
tortured them but the whole strange, incomprehens- 
ible and uncomprehending, world outside the barbed 
wire. 


Only Jews know this horror—the horror of a 
people chosen for wholesale extermination—in the 
heart of Europe, in the light of day, with the active 
collaboration or tacit knowledge of other men and 
women. 
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What are the reasons for this calculated attempt 
to prevent the full realization of Jewish martyrdom 
from reaching the public? Is it feared that less in- 
dignation will be aroused if it becomes clear that 
most of the victims in the extermination-centers were 
Jews? Or do the authorities decline to differentiate 
between Christian and Jewish nationals of various 
countries on the grounds that this would be a form 
of anti-Jewish discrimination? 

No doubt both factors enter, and the second reason 
is, superficially viewed, the more creditable of the two. 
The Allies do not wish to emulate the Nazis in draw- 
ing distinctions between a German Gentile and a 
German Jew. In fact, they are so logical that in some 
instances German Jewish victims have been impris- 
oned as enemy aliens. That is the reductio ad ab- 
surdum of this position. However, no ratiocination 
can cover up the bald truth that when human beings 
have been murdered solely because they were Jews, 
their martyrdom cannot be commemorated as that of 
Poles, or Frenchmen, or Germans, or Russians, It 
cannot be lamented with priests and crosses. 

The Nazis have made of the murder of Jews a 
specific and singular crime. It does not fall into the 
category of the killing of prisoners of war; it cannot 
be classified as the killing of civilians of occupied 
countries, because German and Austrian Jews as well 
as other “enemy” civilians were exterminated as com- 
pletely. It does not even fall under the heading of 
religious persecution, like the massacre of St. 
Bartholomew, because converted Jews were murdered 
just as ruthlessly. In all previous historic periods a 
Jew could have escaped through baptism and assimi- 
lation. The Nazis barred every door. 

The twentieth century has seen the addition of a 
new crime to the bloody roster of man’s sins. We 
have known homicide, fratricide, deicide, regicide. 
The quality of each killing has its name. We can 
now add Hebrewcide—the murder of a human being 
neither because of a misdeed he has committed, nor 
because of his political convictions, nor his religious 
faith, nor his economic class, nor his membership in 
an “enemy” people, but solely because he belongs 
to the people of Israel. This murder has been stripped 
pure of every other impulse which might conceiv- 
ably enter into the calculations of the murderer. Rich 
and poor, young and old, male and female, bright 
and dull—nothing affects the outcome save the crys- 
talline fact—Jewish birth or ancestry. 

The crime is sué generis. Jews have been murdered 
before. There have been pogroms in Czarist Russia 
and in Mohammedan countries, but be it remembered 
that conversion could buy life. That is why what the 
Nazis have done has no parallel. We are faced with 
a new reason for murder—a reason which has cost 
five million lives in the space of five years. 

Anti-Semitism is an old and complicated disease, 
but the enormous crime to which it led is new and 
simple. You kill a fellow being because he is a Jew; 
that is all. No other motive need enter into the act, 
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and there can be no appeal from this motive. It is not 
an act of individual hooliganism, nor that of pro- 
fessional murderers. On the contrary, it is connived 
at and participated in by diplomats, by scientists, by 
average citizens—in short, by what we are accus- 
tomed to view technically as the non-criminal class. 

There is no escaping the implications of this fresh 
and awesome reality. Those who object to blinking 
at the truth, to the hush-hush policy applied to the 
identity of the dead, do so not because they wish to 
establish the Jewish pre-eminence in suffering. They 
do so because they know that this phenomenon must 
be openly recognized if its recurrence and appearance 
in other parts of the world is to be prevented. 

Even some Jews feel that it is wiser not to stress 
the extent to which the victims of the extermination 
camps were Jewish. Otherwise, there may be resent- 
ment at a “war to save the Jews.” The public may 
be less sympathetic; the Nazis may be viewed with 
less loathing, etc. We are familiar with.the whole 
sorry argumentation whose plausibility is an indict- 
ment of all mankind. Were we to grant that people 
will view the murder of Jews more calmly than that 
of Poles, Greeks, Frenchmen, or any other group, 
what does that prove? Does it mean that we are to 
accept so monstrous a concept? The same individuals 
who are rightly troubled by discrimination in a job 
or a pleasure resort and carry on energetic campaigns 
for the removal of legal disabilities are prepared to 
make terms with the most extreme and most terrify- 
ing “discrimination”’—exclusion from the realm 
where the moral law of mankind functions. That is 
the final and inevitable meaning of the desire to pre- 
vent a general recognition of the nature of the 
“atrocity” that our generation has witnessed. 

The specific and ancient evil which we call anti- 
Semitism has found its logical and ultimate expres- 
sion in an equally specific crime—the systematic ex- 
termination plan directed only against the Jew. It is 
dishonest to confuse the issue with talk of the Nazi 
savagery towards other national groups. Of course, 
not only Jews suffered from Nazi bestiality. The 
conquered peoples were subjected to every brutality, 
including mass-murder. The whole worid has heard 
of Lidice. However, Lidice was destroyed in punish- 
ment for an act of resistance. Quislings among all the 
occupied peoples could live. Those who collaborated, 
who were docile to the new order, might be enslaved, 
might be degraded, but they could exist. Despite out- 
breaks of violence directed at individuals, those who 
submitted were permitted to exist as peoples. The 
slaughter of Czechs, and Greeks, and Russians is not 
less foul than the murder of Jews, but it is different. 
It is essential that this difference be perceived rather 
than deliberately glossed over. 

There are tribes who practice infanticide, yet who 
would view matricide as a sin. It would obviously be 
idle to seek to stamp out infanticide in their midst 
without a specific attack on the specific crime. Those 
well-intentioned men and women who urge the soft- 
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pedalling of the Jewish issue in the discussion of 
Nazi atrocities are themselves removing the onus from 
Hebrewcide and making its repetition psychologically 
easier. They are helping to put Jews outside the pale 
where concepts of right and wrong operate. 


No restitution can be made to the five million Jews 
who have been murdered. “Retribution” in any real 
sense is a meaningless word. What adequate retribu- 
tion can there be no matter how many “war crim- 
inals” should be executed? One realizes the impotence 
of vengeance when one watches the trial of war 
criminals filmed by the Russians, or the pictures of 
the killing of Mussolini. The bodies of the Germans 
—minor officials—hang from their gibbets; Musso- 
lini’s disfigured flesh is kicked by an infuriated mob, 
but the very kicks are a sign of the hopelessness of 
amends, of punishment. 


What is involved is not a question of retribution. 
The pathological forces unleashed by fascism have 
not yet spent themselves. They must be fought in all 
their manifestations openly and without evasion. 
Otherwise the “extermination center” for Jews may 
again be admitted by some nation as the logical in- 
strument of a philosophy, instead of rejected as the 
obscene symbol of mankind’s greatest crime. 
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Jews in the “New Europe” 


by Arieh Tartakower 


se WAR in Europe is ended. Germany has fallen 
and the Allied Powers are complete masters of 
the situation. There is no power which can prevent 
them from building a new world of peace, justice, 
and democracy and all those other fine things which 
were promised us so frequently in past years. Obvi- 
ously, in building such a brave new world, the future 
of the Jews, who were the first and the worst suf- 
ferers under the Nazi regime, must be given adequate 
attention. What then is the situation with which we 
are now confronted? 


Day after day Jewish organizations are receiving 
reports from internment camps in Europe, chiefly 
from Jewish chaplains in the United States Army, 
whose admirable work incidentally deserves special 
mention. What they report is a continued martyrdom 
of the internees who, many weeks after their so-called 
liberation, are still suffering—and in many, many 
cases dying—from hunger and cold and filth and the 
lack of sufficient doctors, nurses, and other camp per- 
sonnel. The vast apparatus of the armies of the United 
States and Great Britain (we know very little of 
what is happening in the Soviet occupation zone) is 
apparently not great enough to aid a few score thou- 
sand persons and make their lives tolerable. In cer- 
tain camps the internees are so desperate that, as they 
state, they would prefer to live under conditions as 
they were before liberation. And all this at a time 
when the German population in nearby towns and 
villages suffers neither from hunger nor cold, and 
the Prime Minister of “democratic” Bavaria proudly 
reports that there will be no lack of provisions in 
his country this year. 

I have before me a document recently received by 
the World Jewish Congress which is worth quoting 
in full. It is an appeal dated May 31 and signed by 
the representatives of the Jews in camps at Lands- 
bere (1600 people), and Munich (1500 people) 
and by a doctor who had helped former political 
internees in Germany: 

“We, the surviving Jews of Europe, appeal to you as 
the central agency of the Tewish people. Four weeks 
have passed since our liberation and no single representa- 
tive of anv Jewish organization has come to speak with 
us concerning what happened to us in the most horrible 
persecution that has ever transpired, to give us comfort, 
to alleviate our need and bring us aid. We have had to 
help ourselves with our own poor strength. This has 
been our first great disappointment since our liberation 
and it is a fact which we cannot understand. 

“Two auestions torment us. Each of us burns with the 
wish to find out the tragic facts about his own family. 
We ask vou therefore, to send us as speedily as possible, 
lists of the Tews who have survived in the Soviet Union 
and in the German-occupied territories. We must know 
for whom to say Kaddish. The second question is, what 


will become of us? Where will they send us? Where 

will we have to continue our misery? 

“We wait for a reply from you and, hoping that in the 
time of our greatest need you will send us traditional 
Jewish brotherly aid, we send you Zion’s greetings.” 
Such documents, complaining that after weeks of 

liberation the internees having seen no Jewish rep- 
resentatives from the outside, have been sent by the 
dozens. In one camp, it is reported, hundreds of Jews 
were baptized as an act of sheer protest at the failure 
of Jewish relief agencies to help them at a time when 
non-Jews were being aided and speedily repatriated. 
Who is responsible for this shameful situation? Is it 
perhaps the result of negligence on the part of the 
Joint Distribution Committee, as has been suggested? 
Little as I should be inclined to defend everything 
that organization has done or omitted to do, I cannot 
feel that it bears the main guilt in this case. I do not 
know what efforts were made by the Joint to send 
people to the camps in Germany, but I do know pre- 
cisely what has been the experience of the World 
Jewish Congress. Over two months before the 
German capitulation, we began negotiations with 
UNRRA, the State Department, the Inter-Govern- 
mental Committee for Refugees and other bodies. 
We drew their attention to the necessity of sending 
Jewish representatives to the liberated camps, insist- 
ing on the moral significance of such a step, and we 
told them that we were prepared to cover all the ex- 
penses connected with the work of such a mission in 
Germany. We were put off from week to week and 
from month to month with arguments that recall the 
familiar story of Sholem Aleikhem’s pot: first they 
said it was matter in UNRRA’s jurisdiction and not 
the army’s; second, if UNRRA was to grant our re- 
quest it needed the army’s consent; third, if a rep- 
resentative of a Jewish organization were permitted 
to go to Germany, then the great misfortune might 
occur that other organizations would make similar 
demands, etc., etc. In short, it was impossible. All 
these arguments, of course, had very little validity. I 
quote them only to show how much understanding 
for Jewish needs there is in those quarters, and how 
much they really wish to help. 

These conclusions have their bearing also upon 
the future of the internees. For non-Jews the ques- 
tion does not even arise: they simply go home to the 
countries from which they were deported. It is obvi- 
ous that for a large proportion of the Jews this way 
out just does not exist. German, Austrian, Polish, 
and many Rumanian and Hungarian Jews do not 
wish to return to Fatherlands in which their lot had 
long been far from pleasant. What is to become of 
them? There is the Inter-Governmental Committee 
for Refugees which was created to deal with problems 
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of this sort. Our knowledge of certain officials of this 
agency, including its director, does not inspire the 
greatest confidence, but still we might have expected 
that something at least would have been done. But 
to this day nothing has been done and I greatly fear 
—may I prove to be a false prophet! —that very little 
will be done in the future either. For weeks we have 
been trying to convince these people that the best 
and most honorable solution of the problem would 
be to transfer the internees to Palestine, in view of 
the fact that this is what they desire and that the 
country is quite prepared to absorb them. They 
neither accept our proposals nor devise any others 
of positive value. And I fear that under these condi- 
tions it will take a very long time before the internees 
at Landsberg and Munich and all the other places will 
receive a reply to the tragic questions of the appeal 
quoted above. 

It would be a sad mistake to assume that such dif- 
ficulties are confined only to persons surviving in 
internment camps. The situation of the Jew at large 
in Europe is not much better. The number of Ger- 
man Jews outside the camps certainly does not exceed 
ten to fifteen thousand. These are the survivors, as 
everyone knows, of a quarter of a million in 1939 
Germany, and their number testifies to the suffering 
they have undergone at German hands. And yet the 
military authorities in Germany treat them exactly 
like any other German inhabitants, for they are 
“enemies.” They do not get back property robbed 
from them by the Nazis, nor are they allowed to re- 
turn to their former homes. They are fed, clothed, 
and supplied under exactly the same conditions as 
other Germans. In short we have a repetition of the 
sorry story of “enemy aliens,” under the specific con- 
ditions of an occupied country. I have before me a 
document sent us by an American chaplain, under date 
of June 5th, from which one may conclude that Ger- 
man Jews are forbidden to participate in religious 
services arranged for Jewish soldiers in the United 
States Army, because this is contrary to the ban 
against fraternization. Can a sillier, nay a more crim- 
inal, attitude be imagined? 

If we turn to liberated United Nations territories, 
we have the following picture: In France, anti- 
Semitic demonstrations against attempts to give back 
to Jews property or homes stolen from them during 
the years of Nazi occupation are an every-day occur- 
rance. In Belgium, and to a great extent in France 
too, old-time residents without citizenship papers are 
not allowed to return to the country from which the 
Germans had deported them. Before the war, yreat 
obstacles were put in the way of their acquiring cit- 
izenship, and now they are not allowed to return on 
the ground that they are aliens. In Luxembourg, a 
more generous policy is followed and such Jews are 
readmitted, but they are not allowed to work. Per- 
sons who have returned to that country warn others 
not to follow their example because of the strong and 
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widespread anti-Semitic feeling. In Czechoslovakia, 
the government complains that it can do nothing 
about the brutal anti-Semitic agitation current in 
Slovakia. Latest reports from London describe the 
“heart-rending scenes that are enacted every day at 
the Czech-Slovak border when Jews flee from their 
homes to seek shelter in the Bohemian provinces.” 
“The (Slovak) government,” cables the Jewish 
Morning Journal correspondent, “is afraid to irritate 
the hooligans, for at the last minute all the anti-Sem- 
ites joined the partisans, and these same persons have 
now seized possession of all Jewish shops and homes.” 
In the Bohemian provinces, a government spokes- 
man has just announced that, after nine out of ten 
Jews had disappeared, the remaining Jewish inhabi- 
tants were not a serious problem, provided they either 
emigrated to Palestine or merged themselves com- 
pletely with the Czech population. No middle way, 
he averred, was possible. In Poland, with no more 
than forty thousand Jews at present in the whole 
country, an anti-Semitic campaign of indescribable 
intensity, far worse than in pre-war days, is going on. 
In Hungary, Jews are fleeing from the small towns 
to Budapest to save their lives. In Rumania and Bul- 
garia, where former governments had robbed the 
Jews of almost everything, tens of thousands are dy- 
ing of starvation. Both governments plead that they 
have no money to help Jews. The Rumanian gov- 
ernment has put on a pious show of returning a third 
of confiscated Jewish property to the Jews, while half 
has been transferred to the Finance Ministry, and the 
remainder will be used to put up a building for the 
State Opera. And the world watches and is silent, for 
after all it is merely a question of the Jews. 

That is the fate of the Jews in the new Europe. A 
prominent American official who returned not long 
ago from a trip to Europe relates that he was pro- 
foundly shocked by the insecurity of the Jewish situa- 
tion there. The sum total of these conditions make 
completely unnecessary any propaganda for a Jewish 
exodus from Europe. An American Jewish officer 
who returned from Poland lately states that there 
is not a single Jew who wishes to remain there. Let- 
ters from Hungary tell the same of that country, and 
could be duplicated for the great majority of Jews in 
other parts of Europe. The Jews of Europe do not 
want the bliss of the “new democratic” Europe; they 
want to leave that continent, and almost all want to 
go to Palestine. Let the United Nations, who have 
had such a brilliant success in “securing” Jewish 
rights in Europe and who are so greatly afraid lest 
European Jews flood their countries, know that they 
are responsible for the fate of hundreds of thousands 
who are stifling today in Europe. They will not be 
able to say, Our hands have not shed this blood, if at 
the eleventh hour they do not rescue these people and 
open the doors of Palestine to them. 





— 
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Palestine: Home and Refuge 


by Leon Dennen 


This article is condensed from the Palestine chap- 
ter of a forthcoming book Trouble Zone, to be pub- 
lished soon by Ziff-Davis. It is based on the author's 
eight-month rescue mission in the Mediterranean 
area in 1544. 


a 


INCE MY RETURN to the United States inter- 

ested Gentiles and Jews who know of my rescue 
mission to Turkey repeatedly ask me about the future 
of the Jews in Eastern and Southeastern Europe. J 
can give them only one answer: Unless these Jews are 
given an opportunity to settle in Palestine they are 
doomed to extinction both spiritually and physically. 
This, of course, is easier said than done. For the mo- 
ment, at least, the gates of Palestine are tightly shut 
by the British White Paper against extensive Jewish 
immigration. But to the questions as to the future of 
European Jewry I can give only one answer: Let them 
go to Palestine. 

I assume, of course, that on the war-ruins in Europe 
and elsewhere a society based on freedom and justice 
will arise; that Jews and all other national minorities 
will receive complete equality of treatment wherever 
they may chose to live. If not, the blood of our youth 
will have been shed in vain. Is not this the basic reason 
for which this war was fought? But I have al- 
ready seen “liberated” Jews in “liberated” countries, 
their rights and properties restored on paper, but still 
facing hunger, disease and death. Only in Palestine, 
it seems to me, can the lives of these survivors be 
reconstructed and restored to normality. The country, 
to be sure, is small. But it is expandable. Moreover, to 
employ a much abused cliche, where there is a will 
there is a way. Let the doors of Palestine be opened 
to Jewish immigration and Palestinian Jewry, I am 
convinced, will make room for all that come. 

I visited Palestine twice. Each time it was my in- 
tention to remain several days but I stayed on for 
weeks. Like thousands of our homesick GIs who from 
their lonely outposts in the Middle East, Africa or 
Italy streamed to Tel-Aviv or Jerusalem, I, too, was 
drawn to Palestine. I was never a Zionist and I ar- 
rived in the country a stranger but left as a friend 
inspired by the creative effort of Palestinian Jewry. 


II. 


Much has already been written about Palestine. 
There is little that is startling or original that I have 
to report—nothing that has not already been written 
about throughout the decades in personal accounts, 
weighty tomes and learned tracts. Perhaps my attrac- 
tion for the “Promised Land” is due in a large meas- 


ure to my reaction to the misery and suffering of the 
Jews in other countries. Perhaps, too, it was because 
I failed to “study” the country “objectively” as it was 
my intention to do. Instead of observing it objectively 
I was soon absorbed, almost effortlessly, in its every- 
day life. Imperceptibly, too, I began to address people 
in the Hebrew language as other Palestinians—Jews 
and many non-Jews—did. Hebrew is a difficult lan- 
guage to learn. But I have heard Jewish grandmothers 
from the European ghettos address children in 
“broken” Hebrew just as naturally as Polish, Italian 
or Jewish grandmothers on the East Side or in the 
Bronx speak “broken” English. I used to scoff at the 
Zionist attempt to revive Hebrew as a national Jewish 
language. It seemed to me an expression of Jewish 
chauvinism and a danger to the creation of a demo- 
cratic Jewish state. In Palestine, however, I discov- 
ered that there is something to this psychological fac- 
tor, to this radical break with a sordid past, which the 
revival of the Hebrew language represents. Moreover, 
when spoken well Hebrew is also a melodious lan- 
guage. 

I have seen Jews undergo inhuman tortures in 
the countries of Eastern and Southeastern Europe; I 
also saw them live, hope, dream and create in Pales- 
tine. Since I am neither a soil conservationist nor an 
economist (soil conservation and economic develop- 
ment now absorb the attention of Palestinian leaders 
almost to the exclusion of everything else) my pri- 
mary interest was what is generally referred to as the 
human element, both old and new. From Upper Gali- 
lee in the north to the Egyptian Frontier in the south 
eager young mien and women told me about problems 
of soil conservation, irrigation, intensive agriculture, 
and the terracing of slopes. I watched their animated 
faces with interest, understanding little, however, of 
what they were telling me. One must be a trained 
agronomist to orientate oneself in the complex agri- 
cultural problems of Palestine. Frankly, I listened to 
those lectures with only one ear; with the other I 
always tried to overhear the questions or witticisms 
of good old Harzfeld, the patron-saint of Palestine’s 
collective farming whom I was accompanying on his 
regular tour of the kibbutzim (collective farms). 
Years of pioneering under difficult conditions have 
taught Harzfeld how to divert the ardour of his young 
charges into creative channels. I saw him solve what 
seemed to his petitioners literally insurmountable dif- 
ficulties with a smile, a kind word or a good anecdote, 
of which he had a plentiful supply. Similarly in kib- 
butzim like “Kfar Giladi” or “Ayelet Hashakhar” in 
Upper Galilee or in “Degania” in the Jordan Valley 
ences of pioneers like Eliezer Kroll, Hillel and Joseph 
Baratz than in the number of cows or horses that the 
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kibbutz has acquired during the year or what indus- 
tries it hopes to develop. 

In Upper Galilee and in the swamps of thie North 
where malaria was a scourge for centuries, I saw 
young American Jews of a kibbutz named after the 
great French Socialist, Leon Blum, draining the 
swamps, destroying the mosquitos and fertilizing the 
land. Most of these young men and women have spent 
from five to ten years in Palestine literally offering 
their lives for the “Jewish Homeland.” Their ties 
with the United States, however, are still strong. Some 
of the men were serving in the United States armed 
forces in the Middle East. I was a welcome guest in 
their kibbutz because I brought them fresh news of 
the United States for which they were nostalgic. 

I asked a young woman of about twenty-two from 
Minneapolis whether she had intentions of ever re- 
turning to the United States. 

“Yes,” she replied. “After the war. But only for a 
visit. I must return to Palestine to complete the job 
I have started.” 

While in Upper Galilee, I visited the newest (at 
that time) settlement, Minara. Perched on the hills 
of Naphtali on the Lebanese border, it is one of the 
highest villages in the country, 900 meters above sea- 
level. It can be reached from Kfar Giladi only by a 
winding track—about three hours of steep climbing 
—which at one time was used by Arab smugglers. 
The only other means of access involves crossing the 
Lebanese border. The British refused to give me per- 
mission to cross the border so I had to mount a horse 
—for the first time in my life—and climb the track. 

The founding of Minara, like all other Palestinian 
agricultural settlements, is the typical story of strug- 
gle with primitive conditions, poor soil, insecurity and 
loneliness. In the summer of 1943, five young men 
and a girl, refugees from Germany and Poland, 
equipped with two tents and a tin hut set out to 
establish a kibbutz on one of Palestine’s loftiest peaks. 
The winter of 1943 was severe and the young exiles 
needed all their courage and determination to pass the 
test. They held out. Nothing daunted them. Wrapped 
in sheepskins they set up their huts and one more 
Jewish settlement came into being. 

By the time I reached Minara it already had fifty 
settlers, thirty-five men and fifteen girls. They had 
cleared about 700 dunams of stones and have sown 
fodder, grass, beans and maize—all without water. 
Water is a problem in Minara as it still is throughout 
Palestine. The new settlers have to depend entirely 
upon rainfall for their water supply. They found 
some disused cisterns which they repaired and while 
I was there they were constructing a new one which 
will store up enough water for their own needs and 
their farm. 

“Do you have any trouble with the local Arabs?” 
I asked the leader of the group, a young refugee in 
his mid-twenties. 

“No,” he replied. “If they are not stirred up by out- 
siders we get on well with them. There are a number 
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of poor Arab villages along the Lebanese frontier. 
They belong to a religious sect that places great 
emphasis upon peace. We help them as much as we 
can and hope to remain on good terms.” 

“But what if an emergency arises, are you pre- 
pared?” 

“We have a post with ten men of the Jewish settle- 
ment police,” he replied. “Communication is not too 
good. We have no telephone, and our only means of 
keeping in touch with other settlements is by signal- 
ing. Mostly we have to rely on our own resources.” 

“You have quite a job ahead of you,” I said. 

“Quite,” he replied smiling. “We shall have to 
clear the soil of stones and make protective walls and 
terraces to utilize the slopes. But come back in a few 
years, you won't recognize this place.” 


Il. 


A quarter of the Jewish population in Palestine 
lives in some 250 rural settlements. Not all of these 
settlers are directly engaged in agriculture, but they 
are all attached to the soil. The vast majority of the 
Jewish population, however, lives in cities and urban 
centers, and is engaged in industry, commerce and 
the professions. 

In the Middle Eastern centers of Cairo, Beirut, 
Aleppo, and Istanbul I met many Palestinians doing 
a lively business with their Arab and Turkish neigh- 
bors. The majority are refugees who have been ruth- 
lessly uprooted from their countries and homes. They 
are now—almost all of them—citizens of Palestine 
imbued with a loyalty to the country which has given 
them a home. These people are hard-headed indus- 
tralists and businessmen. They work for profit and 
not for an ideal. The early pioneers, the Zionists, with 
their “back to the land” theories have made of Pales- 
tine at best a laboratory where Jewish tenacity and 
courage was tried and proven. The newcomers have 
transformed it into a normal, modern, industrial and 
mercantile state with all the virtues and vices that 
such states have. 

The years 1933-1939, following the rise of Hitler 
to power and the outbreak of the present war, brought 
about a great expansion in the industrial production 
of the country. Goods which had never before been 
manufactured in the Middle East are now produced 
in Palestine. In addition to the 33,000 young Jewish 
men and women serving as volunteers in the British 
armed forces, Palestine’s industries have been found 
to be of incalculable value by the Allied Military au- 
thorities in the Middle East. Enterprises which before 
the war were only small workshops have developed 
into large-scale plants. They operate several shifts a 
day and employ large numbers of workers. 

Through the establishment of technical institutes 
like the Max Pine School in Tel-Aviv (named after 
an American Jewish labor leader and operated by the 
Histadrut) great strides have been made towards 
equipping Palestine with its own machine industry. 
Similarly the University of Jerusalem, staffed by some 
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of the world’s greatest scientists—the vast majority of 
them refugees—through its researches in chemistry, 
electricity and medicine has been of great value not 
only to the Allied war effort but also to the Arabs 
of the neighboring countries who come to Palestine 
for cure and study. 

The diamond industry is almost entirely a war 
product. Thirty-two diamond establishments are oper- 
ating where only five existed in 1939. Within a short 
space of time they have taken a leading place in the 
diamond industry of the world despite the fact that 
raw materials are imported. The same is true of the 
food, chemical and textile industries. The last in par- 
ticular, organized and manned by former inhabitants 
of Poland’s textile centers, has grown to the stage of 
mass production. After the war it will be able to 
supply cheap goods not only to the Jewish community 
but also to the economically depressed Arab areas. 

There is a long-standing feud among Palestinians 
as to the relative merits of Tel-Aviv and Jerusalem. 
Tel-Aviv is entirely a Jewish city. It was built by the 
sweat and toil of Zionist pioneers and refugees from 
Nazi persecution, and is administered by Jews. A 
sandy desert on the Mediterranean about three decades 
ago, Tel-Aviv is today a flourishing modern industrial 
and mercantile center with a population of more than 
200,000. Because of the influx of refugees and Allied 
soldiers on leave from all corners of the world, it was 
a veritable babel of tongues, although Hebrew is the 
official and most frequently spoken language. Its 
cafes, cabarets and restaurants, operated by exiles from 
Warsaw, Budapest, Vienna and Berlin are renowned 
throughout the Middle East. So are its symphony and 
jazz orchestras, theatres, gambling houses, cooperative 
garden-apartments, modern schools and hospitals. 

Of all the Middle Eastern countries, Jewish Pal- 
estine is the only one that contributed its share—and, 
according to some high American officials, even more 
than its share—to the Allied war effort. The war 
somewhat dampened Tel-Aviv gaiety. Unlike in Egypt 
or Syria, the British have introduced ‘a rigid ration- 
ing system in the country. Since few Arab villagers 
or Bedouins obey laws and the administration is un- 
able to enforce them, the rationing has hit hardest the 
Jewish population. In general the Colonial Admin- 
istration has been using Palestinian Jewry as a guinea 
pig in the development of its economy in the Middle 
East. There is also a drastic shortage of consumers’ 
goods. 

Palestine is ringed by a net of motor roads which 
compare favorably with those in the United States. 
It has an excellent transportation system operated 
mostly on a cooperative basis by the Histadrut, the 
General Federation of Jewish Labor. British Colonial 
and military authorities, however, have consistently 
refused to release tires and repair parts for Jewish bus 
and transportation companies. Instead they have given 
a virtual monopoly of Palestine’s transportation to the 
Steel Brothers, British citizens from Singapore and 
recent arrivals in Palestine who, because they have 
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unlimited access to American lend-lease equipment, 
are able to compete with. the Jewish companies. 
Wages in Palestine are relatively high but they have 
difficulty in keeping up with the inflationary prices. 

Nevertheless, the cafes and cabarets in Tel-Aviv 
did a flourishing business. In some respects the city 
resembled an American boom town of the pre-depres- 
sion era. Life—intensified by the war and the pres- 
ence of Allied troops out for a good time—was fast, 
chaotic and somewhat abnormal. But even in the 
midst of the din and noise one was forced to stop and 
reflect: Whence this modern, cosmopolitan metropo- 
lis in the midst of the Arab desert? Who are its 
builders? 


In Jerusalem the ancient and modern, fused into 
one, give it historic continuity and contemporary 
meaning. Set high on the hills, with the world’s deep- 
est chasm—the Dead Sea—opening at its feet, Jeru- 
salem presents a fascinating kaleidoscope of customs, 
races, peoples and creeds. Because it is sacred to 
three faiths—Christian, Jewish and Moslem—there 
is neither frivolity nor cabarets in the city. Life is 
serene and orderly. Jerusalem is the administrative 
center of Palestine. Its population is mixed. But the 
modern sections of the city are almost entirely Jew- 
ish. The wide streets, boulevards and parks and the 
beautiful homes in the suburbs of Rekhavia and 
Talpiot have been built within the last decade by 
immigrants from lands ravished by the Nazis. 


In Tel-Aviv, I heard the Palestine Symphony 
Orchestra’s performance of Beethoven’s Fourth Sym- 
phony. During the concert a young Palestinian writer 
passed me a note which not only shed light on the 
excellence of the performance but also on the drama 
of the personal lives of the players. 


“The conductor, George Singer,” the note read, 
“is a refugee from Czechoslovakia. He left a Russian 
port on a small boat named Tiger Hill together with 
some 600 men, women and children, many of them 
noted scientists who are today active in the Uni- 
versity of Jerusalem and at the agricultural school at 
Rekhovot. For seven months they roamed the seas 
in the midst of disease, starvation and death. When 
they finally reached Palestine, the British would not 
permit them to land.” They landed without permis- 
sion. 


IV 


It is easy to wax lyrical over the achievements of 
the Jews in Palestine. But one must be wary of 
minimizing the difficulties which are great, the politi- 
cal obstacles which, at the moment, seem insurmount- 
able. What about the problem of terrorism in Pal- 
estine? 


It is not a simple question to answer. A casual 
visitor to the country would perhaps notice nothing 
unusual, Except for a few government buildings 
showing the scars of bomb explosions there were 
few outward signs of tension. Nevertheless terrorism 
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—though it is grossly exaggerated and falsely painted 
by biased propagandists—was a serious problem. 

Who are the terrorists? Mr. Holmes, chief British 
Information Officer in Palestine, an extremely pleas- 
ant and highly cultured young man but also a 
typical guardian of the British Empire, had a ready- 
made answer. According to him the terrorists were 
mostly sons and daughters of religious parents who 
were in revolt against parental dogma and rigidity. 
In other words, they became terrorists because of 
frustration. This Freudian explanation, plausible 
though it may have been in some cases, was, I think, 
highly inadequate. Unlike Mr. Holmes I had occa- 
sion to speak at length to the leaders of the terrorist 
organization Irgun Zvai Leumi (National Military 
Organization, not to be confused with the much 
smaller group known as Fighters for Freedom of 
Israe] or Stern Gang) and I found them to be neither 
neurotic nor frustrated. On the contrary they im- 
pressed me as cultured and intelligent men who were 
conscious of their responsibilities. I told them frankly 
that I considered political terrorism a crime which 
in the long run was self-defeating. They agreed with 
me. They pointed out, however, that in view of the 
wholesale extermination of Jews in Europe the time 
for temporizing was over. They were convinced that 
the Jews have become a forgotten people and Pal- 
estine a forgotten land and that only by some dramatic 
or spectacular acts could their plight be brought to 
the attention of the world. 

The Irgun Zvai Leumi, comprising mainly mili- 
tant nationalists, followers of the late Vladimir Jabot- 
insky, first developed strength during the Arab 
disturbances of 1936-1939. British officials told 
me that during those bloody days the armed Jew- 
ish organizations showed admirable self-restraint 
in the face of great provocation. When the colonists 
used their rifles, it was to beat off organized armed 
attacks. It is interesting to note that the British 
colonial police did not or could not do much to stop 
the outrages. However, when the Irgun, convinced 
that no help was to be expected from the British, 
began to indulge in reprisals against Arab brigands 
the British were suddenly galvanized into action. 
They arrested indiscriminately members of the Irgun 
Zvai Leumi and I also heard many details of the tor- 
tures to which these boys were subjected. 

With the outbreak of the war, the Arab disturb- 
ances which were directed by Nazi agents died down, 
and all Jewish organizations, including the Irgun 
declared that their prime enemy was Germany and 
that all quarrels with the British would be postponed 
for the duration. Many of the Irgun members offered 
their services to the British and one of its leaders, 
Raziel, was killed in Iraq while on an Allied mission. 
But the Colonial Administration never had any in- 
tentions of keeping the truce. While Irgun members 
were serving the Allies many of their friends and kin 
in Palestine were hunted, arrested, and tortured. 
When I arrived in Jerusalem, the wife of Raziel—I 
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suppose as a reward for the services rendered the 
British by her husband—had already been imprisoned 
for many months without trial. 

Early in 1944 the Irgun answered the Colonial 
government's terror with terror. They began to blow 
up the offices of the C..D.—Criminal Investigation 
Department, the Colonial Office’s counterpart of the 
Soviet G.P.U.—and to raid police stations. Before 
blowing up a building, the leaders of the Irgun told 
me, they always warned the occupants in advance to 
leave it. One of their cardinal principles was to avoid 
the loss of life. Upon investigation I found this to 
be literally true. 

Thus far all information about terrorism in Pal- 
estine has been one-sided and mostly pro-British. I 
realize only too well that the Palestinian problem is 
complicated and one that does not lend itself easily 
to solution. But the behavior of the British colonials 
has aggravated it a hundredfold. 

I travelled from Turkey to Jerusalem with two 
Jewish citizens of Palestine. Every American sten- 
ographer or office boy who goes abroad these days 
travels on a “diplomatic” or “special” passport. Mine, 
alas, was only an ordinary passport. Nevertheless, 
as an American I was treated with friendship and 
warmth in all the countries on my way. My friend 
Itzkhak was full of admiration for my green little 
passport. “It pays to be an American,” he kept on re- 
peating, “I shall most certainly try to become an 
American. However,” he added, “you must pass un- 
scathed through the Palestinian frontier. If as a Jew 
the British police treats you cordially then I shall 
proclaim from Mount Scopus that America rules the 
world.” Itzkhak of course knew whereof he was speak- 
ing. No sooner did I reach the Palestinian frontier 
at Ras El Nakura that I at once felt that I was an 
unwelcome intruder. Without any prior warning a 
young slick Englishman virtually tore the passport 
out of my hand and began to write something in a 
long questionnaire. “Jewish, of course,” he said with- 
out looking up at me. Had he asked me the question 
I would have gladly supplied the answer. Under the 
circumstances I asked him to show me where it 
said in my passport that I was Jewish. 

“What are you then?” he asked angrily. 

“An American.” 

“What is your religion?” 

“I have no religion,” I replied. 

“What was your father’s religion?” 

“Seven-day interdenominationalist.” 

I don’t know what the cop finally wrote in his 
dossier but the whole thing left a sour taste in my 
mouth. Perhaps I was only paying for my sins. The 
British are not liked in the Middle East but wherever 
I went I took it upon myself to preach the gospel of 
Anglo-American cooperation. I once fared badly with 
a group of American sailors for suggesting that Great 
Britain was a democratic power with whom we must 
work in intimate collaboration to assure a world of 
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human decency and peace. I still think so. I am certain 
that there are millions of other Americans who feel as 
I do. But, as an American correspondent told me in 
Cairo, “We all want to be pro-British but the British 
won't let us.” 

Upon arrival in Jerusalem I was subjected to a raid 
by the police which nearly cost me my life. The fol- 
lowing day I attempted to send a cable to the United 
States in which, describing the terrorist problem I 
said, among other things: “The situation is analagous 
to the propaganda about gangsterism in Chicago 
and New York. People of the Balkans and the Mid- 
dle East who are still fed on Hollywood productions 
of two decades ago constantly ask me whether it is 
safe to walk the streets of Chicago and New York 
without fear of assassination. It is difficult to place 
responsibility for this exaggeration of terrorism. Prior 
to crossing the Palestinian border, and reading the 
Arab and British press I imagined that Jerusalem and 
Tel-Aviv were in the midst of grave riots. Perhaps 
the fault lies with the colonial police who psychologi- 
cally bear no resemblance to the heroic Englishman of 
London. Perhaps it is the fault of the Irgun. The 
conduct of Palestine’s police subjecting peaceful citi- 
zens to repeated raids is disgraceful. On my second 
day in Palestine my hotel was raided and I was 
dragged out of bed by eight colonials with automatic 
rifles who searched me without a warrant. An antique 
Turkish dagger found in my valise caused a furor. 
Two hundred and fifty ‘terrorists’ have been deported 
from Palestine without a trial. (The number has since 
reached 1,600.) Henceforth air raid sirens will 
dramatically warn of new terrorist acts. Although 
greatly exaggerated, the situation is nevertheless 
charged with dynamite. The problem is no longer 
for the colonial police but for the London govern- 
ment.” 

Edwin Samuel, Palestine’s chief censor and son of 
the former High Commissioner, Sir Herbert Samuel, 
refused to pass this cable. He could not permit anyone 
to say anything uncomplimentary about the colonial 
police. To all my arguments that sooner or later the 
situation would become public knowledge, he merely 
replied that he was only the censor and not the gov- 
ernment. 


V 


During my sojourn in the country I scrupulously 
avoided the typical journalistic pitfalls of seeking out 
Arab politicians. After eight months of intimate con- 
tact with them I am firmly convinced that while 
some of them are sincere and honest nationalists, 
many are corrupt politicians used as tools by different 
powers at different times. The Grand Mufti of Pal- 
estine was a tool of the Germans; the Nashishibis 
are just as much tools of the British. But I have talked 
at length with Arab farmers, storekeepers and beggars 
in Nablus, Gaza and the old city of Jerusalem. The 
vast majority of them exploited and oppressed by their 
own kind, are inarticulate. Nationalism is still a vague 
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and nebulous thing to them. I asked many of them 
about their attitude towards an Arab Federation but 
few understood what I was talking about. At first the 
Pan-Arabic slogan was raised by the British to further 
their interests in the Middle East but now Pan- 
Islamism has been taken up by the hosts of Russian 
agents who seek to undermine British prestige in the 
Arab countries. 

The simple Arab is only too cognizant of the fact 
that he has benefited greatly from the Jews’ presence 
in the country. His economic, physical, and cultural 
level now is vastly higher than that of his co-religion- 
ists in the neigboring countries of Egypt and Syria. 
It is not an uncommon occurrence to hear Palestinian 
Arabs speak Hebrew, while more and more Jewish 
young men and women are learning Arabic. More- 
over, the Arabs, who respect force, are aware that 
Jews are armed and organized. Barring outside inter- 
ference Jews and Arabs in Palestine can live in peace 
and friendship. 

Statesmen and politicians are still debating the 
momentous question: Should Palestine be made a 
Jewish national home? For Palestinians this question 
is by now academic. They have suffered too intensely 
not to fight doggedly for the country to which they 
have given so much of their toil and blood. No power 
can uproot them again. The struggle of the young 
misguided terrorists is another affirmation of this fact. 
Regardless of all restrictions imposed by the Colonial 
Administration, Palestine is already in a profound 
sense a Jewish state in which Arabs and Jews, for 
the moment at least, co-exist peacefully. This fact is 
unmistakably clear the moment one crosses the Pal- 
estinian border. 


Palestine’s Neglected 


Political Economy 
by Alfred E. Kahn 


CENTURY AGO, the science we now call “eco- 
nomics” was known as “political economy.” 
This usage was derived from the days when the de- 
velopment of national or local economies and their 
day to day functioning were matters of intimate po- 
litical concern and, as a result, were subject to de- 
tailed supervision by political authorities. The “po- 
litical economists” of the late 18th and 19th cen- 
turies, however, were dedicated to the removal of 
the dead hand of the state from a vital, expanding 
world economy, and as a result they eventually 
dropped the first part of their appellation. They were 
interested in “purely economic” forces and goals; 
the national interest would best be served, they 
argued, by leaving the regulation of such matters 
to the impersonal forces of the market. 
In practice, even during the nineteenth century, 
when governments more than ever before or since 
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obeyed the strict injunction of Jaissez faire, few so- 
cieties were willing to leave the protection and fos- 
tering of national economic interests entirely to the 
control of the market. The art of political economy 
may have fallen into disrepute among the cloistered 
ranks of economists, but it continued to be practiced, 
albeit on a far more limited scale than theretofore, 
by national governments. This was particularly true 
when it was believed that governmental intervention 
would conduce to a more rapid national economic 
expansion than would otherwise take place. Since 
it was apparent that industrialization was the key to 
economic progress, governments continued as before 
to employ a great variety of expedients to foster the 
introduction and growth of industry—notably tariffs, 
subsidies in one form or another, patent protection, 
and the like. Where there existed great tracts of un- 
settled land, special inducements were offered to 
attract settlers—free land to those who would till 
it, cheap credit, irrigation systems provided entirely 
Or in part at state expanse. The American tariff, 
patent law, railroad land grants, Homestead Act, 
National Bank and Federal Reserve Bank Laws, Re- 
clamation Act, TVA, were effected under a variety 
of influences and pressures. Yet all were justified 
on grounds of “political economy;” all, it was con- 
tended, would foster national economic growth and 
development, and thus contribute to the public wel- 
fare. Few would quarrel today with the propriety 
of such political “invasions” under the “natural 
order” of an unregulated economy. 


This is not to argue that the prescriptions of the 
classical economists were mistaken. In truth, during 
the amazing century from the end of the Napoleonic 
Wars to the outbreak of the first World War the 
world economy required little political encourage- 
ment to grow. The settling and development of 
vast, underpopulated regions, the application of the 
technology of the Industrial Revolution, and an un- 
precedented rate of population growth made possible, 
and were themselves the counterpart of, an economic 
expansion such as the world had never before seen. 
These circumstances contained within themselves 
ample seeds of growth; classical economists were 
essentially correct in arguing that if governments 
would confine their activities to the maintenance of 
public order, the economy would take care of itself. 

The combination of circumstances which created 
such a favorable environment for a regime of laissez 
faire seems to be passing. The rate of world popula- 
tion growth is slowing down. The great geographic 
frontiers have in large measure disappeared. The 
cream has been skimmed off the vast expanses of 
fertile, unsettled lands, and rich, untapped natural 
resources, which offered quick fortunes to rugged 
individualists. There remain enormous possibilities 
of progress; but they do not appear to offer the same 
promise of quick profits, on which individualism 
thrives. Exploitation of the remaining fields of ex- 
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pansion appears to call for more cooperative methods, 
perhaps under political auspices. There are abundant 
signs of this change, which need not detain us here. 
The art of political economy, never completely neg- 
lected, is being restored to its former place of honor. 
One need not be unmindful of the dangers of “om- 
nipotent government,” while recognizing that the art 
of supplementing private economic forces with cen- 
tralized direction is capable of an important contribu- 
tion to economic progress and welfare. 


Nowhere is the need for a proper cultivation and 
practice of the art of political economy better illus- 
trated than in the case of Palestine. This is demon- 
strated alike by observation of what neglect of this 
“art” has cost in the past and by consideration of 
what its practice might accomplish in the future. 
There exist in that country many dynamic factors 
which have demonstrated that they can produce an 
enormous expansion with little aid from the state. 
Among such factors may be listed the determination 
and urgent need of Jews all over the world to mi- 
grate and build a home there, the willingness of 
other Jews to subsidize such a movement, the pro- 
gressiveness and ingenuity of the immigrants, and 
the availability of abundant capital, thus far. On 
the other hand there are major drawbacks to large- 
scale settlement in Palestine, as compared with the 
areas of mass colonization in the nineteenth century. 
But for these drawbacks, Palestine might well ex- 
perience a great expansion in the future, without 
need of government intervention. With them, how- 
ever, conservation, planning, cooperative action will 
be indispensable to sound development. Such or- 
ganization and direction can be exercised most effec- 
tively by a government devoted to national economic 
development, and aggressive in pursuit of that goal. 

Palestine’s most obvious deficiency is its lack of 
large areas of unsettled land, easily cultivable and 
readily available. The insistent demands of incoming 
settlers have in consequence enormously increased 
land prices, resulting in a serious drain of Jewish 
capital. Various sources indicate that the Jewish 
Funds have had to pay on the order of $35 to $40 
per dunam, or $140 to $160 per acre, for land in the 
plains, in areas far from cities. Farming necessitat- 
ing such a heavy initial capital expenditure for land 
purchase is obviously seriously handicapped from the 
outset. 


No government sincerely devoted to national eco- 
nomic development would have stood for such un- 
bridled inflation of land prices as was occasioned 
by Jewish immigration into Palestine. Nor can it 
in the future. The entire purpose of a comprehensive 





1In addition, there has been the often heavy cost of special com- 
pensation to Arab scmatters. There were .of conrse enormous 
variations between different individual purchase prices, and it is 
difficult to obtain a definite, generally accepted estimate: however, 
these figures may be taken as fairly representative. See G. Muenz- 
ner and E. Kahn, Jewish Lahour Fconomy in Action, Jerusalem 
(Economic Research Institute) 1943, pp. 8, 23; Economic Re- 
search Institute, Bulletin, Vol. 6 (1942), No. 3, p. 39. 
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water development system such as contemplated in 
plans for a Jordan Valley Authority may be thwarted 
by a failure to prevent private owners from obtaining 
the unearned increment of a huge enhancement of 
land values which will result trom such a plan. 
Control need not be difficult, if the determination 
exists. Land values can be assessed, and sales above 
those values either prohibited or subjected to heavy 
taxation. Backed by the government, the Jewish 
Funds may assist considerably in enforcement, pro- 
tecting the individual settlers against “black market” 
prices. The government itself may take over land 
held out of use, or under-utilized estates of the 
effendis, by exercise of eminent domain, and redis- 
tribute them to bona fide farmers, precisely as is being 
done today in many Eastern European countries. 
Such measures will benefit not only the immigrating 
Jews, but also those Arab tenants and squatters who 
wish to become independent farmers. 


Such anti-speculation measures have ample prece- 
dent. The United States Congress and Bureau of Re- 
clamation have by similar methods gone far to make 
possible solvent farming in the “Great American 
Desert.” By direct Congressional provision, settlers 
in the Grand Coulee development have to pay no 
more than $7.50 to $15.00 per acre for unimproved 
land which is in process of being irrigated. In the 
Bureau of Reclamation’s Boise, Idaho project, 
all lands have been appraised at $5-15 per unim- 
proved but irrigable acre, without reference to the 
enhancement in values attributable to the construc- 
tion of irrigation works. Comparison to those prices, 
or, perhaps more fairly, of prices of $32 per acre 
being charged in the Yuma, Arizona reclamation 
project,, with the $140-$160 which the Jews have had 
to pay in Palestine amply demonstrates the need for 
similar government action in the latter country. 


A government undertaking to encourage coloniza- 
tion can and should do far more than merely control 
the price of land. The governments of the United 
States, Australia, Italy, among others, have not hesi- 
tated to pursue a more active policy. The public do- 
main have been distributed free to prospective set- 
tlers. Preparatory technical training and continuous 
advice and assistance thereafter, cheap credit, all es- 
sential to successful colonization, have been offered 
on a lavish scale, the net cost being borne out of na- 
tional revenues. Tax incentives have been offered 
both to settlers, and to private capital in subsidiary 
industries such as railroads. Huge irrigation systems 
have been constructed at government expense, with 
the settlers usually relieved at least of the burden of 
interest charges. 


The effective increase in the cultivable area of 
Palestine by a system of irrigation is a central pro- 
posal in post-war plans for refugee settlement. The 
soil is fertile; its major need is water. If already well 
formulated and perfectly feasible plans for water 
utilization are put into effect, it would have the vir- 
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tual result of more than doubling the available cul- 
tivable land area, considering the fact that one irri- 
gated dunam is the equal of four or five unirrigated 
(and far more in such areas as the Negev) in its 
ability to support a farm family. Such a program will 
be impossible without the active support and inter- 
vention of a responsible, interested government au- 
thority. Only the government can borrow the re- 
quired capital from abroad at reasonable rates; only 
the government can requisition the available land 
and prepare it for settlers; only the government can 
have the proper attitude and necessary power to plan 
for the most effective utilization of the country’s 
water resources in the interest of all the people; the 
United States’ TVA represents a recognition of this 
truism even in the land of “free enterprise.” 


Governmental planning may make an equally 
vital contribution to the growth of industry. It is 
impossible, within the brief confines of this article, 
to develop these possibilities in great detail. However, 
the main lines of approach may be indicated. First, 
and most obvious, is the use of a selected process of 
tariff protection. A sound industrial structure ob- 
viously cannot be built on the basis of a perpetual 
exploitation of domestic consumers in a permanently 
protected domestic market, insulated by tariff against 
cheaper foreign goods. This is particularly true in 
so small a country as Palestine. Imposition of a 
tariff must not be regarded as a substitute for the 
development of an industry ultimately capable of 
standing on its own feet in international competition. 
But it is equally obvious that in a country where the 
process of industrialization is making a late start, 
industry may never obtain a foothold, however sound 
its ultimate personalities, without some protection 
at the outset. A tariff is indispensable where foreign 
monopolists are perfectly free to dump goods at prices 
below cost in order to suppress potential local com- 
petition. Considering the fact that Palestine was an 
island of free trade in a world of growing nationalistic 
trade barriers, it is almost incredible that industry 
grew as fast as it did before the war. Sclective tem- 
porary protection, coupled with a program of active 
bargaining for reciprocal tariff concessions by other 
countries, could supply a vital stimulus to its con- 
tinued expansion. 


A second way in which a beneficient government 
can contribute to Palestinian industrialization is by 
judicious use of the power to tax. The levying and 
expenditure of taxes have important economic reper- 
cussions; hence they can be useful instruments of 
economic planning. Investment of new capital may 
be encouraged by temporary immunity from taxation; 
the reinvestment of earnings may be similarly stimu- 
lated. Taxation of capital gains from the sale of land 
would provide government revenues which could be 
used to provide essential social services, thus freeing 
the inflowing contributions of the Jewish National 
Funds for more productive investment. Taxes de- 
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signed to discourage luxurious consumption may have 
the beneficial effect of increasing the supply of capital 
available for investment, and thus tend to increase 
the firmness of the national economic foundation. 

Third, an interested government coud embark on 
a program of technical training of labor and manage- 
ment. Immigrant Jewish laborers and business men 
have demonstrated an ability and willingness to learn, 
an adaptability, an eagerness to apply the niost mod- 
ern methods, which promise a vigorous industrial 
development. But willingriess and potential ability 
are not enough; what is required is a comprehensive 
program of training to make the most of these ba- 
sically favorable factors. Along the same lines, the 
government should give particular attention to indus- 
trial research. A very large proportion of immigrants 
into Palestine are highly trained scientists and tech- 
nicians; the talents of these people should be har- 
nessed on an even greater scale than heretofore for 
the development of new products and of technologi- 
cally superior processes, which may provide the basis 
for a thriving industry. Here again governmental 
subsidy and organization can make an important con- 
tribution. 

In one industry in particular centralizing planning 
seems necessary, on the basis of past experience. This 
is the field of building. Fully one half of all the cap- 
ital imported into Palestine in the twenty years be- 
tween World Wars I and II appears to have gone into 
the construction industry, primarily for the provision 
of housing. All observers agree that the physical fruits 
of this investment have not been commensurate with 
the expenditures. The insistent demand for housing 
accommodation by the incoming settlers, many of 
them possessing substantial amounts of capital with 
which to pay, and the often feverish tempo of build- 
ing activity, sustained costs at an extremely inflated 
level. Costs were inflated, in addition, by the small- 
scale productive organization typical of the building 
industry, and, particularly at the outset, by the rela- 
tive lack of skill of building laborers, many of them 
relatively new immigrants themselves. Here cen- 
tralized organization could have done much to pre- 
vent a substantial dissipation of capital. Only under 
government auspices could large-scale low-cost proj- 
ects be built, enjoying the economies of large scale 
purchase and large scale production; only thus could 
the construction be spread evenly over a period of 
years, instead of packed feverishly in the years of 
heaviest immigration. Incoming settlers must not be 
permitted to bid against each other, to bring about 
great wasteful booms in house construction creating 
general boom conditions in the entire economy, fol- 
lowed by equally wasteful depressions. Moreover, 
there will be an especially urgent need for centralized 
provision of housing, at least on a temporary basis, 
after the present war, in view of the great shortage 
which has already developed, and the prospective re- 
quirements of the immigrants who are yet to come. 

Government intervention and planning usually 
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require heavy expenditures. One may not blithely 
plan a heavy budget without considering whether the 
country may be capable of bearing the financial bur- 
den. There is no question that there will be such a 
burden. A water development program, carefully laid 
out, may well prove a financially remunerative in- 
vestment, and hence require no government subven- 
tion; a Jordan Valley Authority might thus be 
financed by an international loan, on a business basis. 
But it cannot be doubted that a large scale coloniza- 
tion program, involving not only the construction of 
irrigation systems, but also clearing the land, prepar- 
ing it for cultivation, training immigrants to be farm- 
ers—in short establishing settlers permanently on the 
land—will require subsidy in one form or another. 
The same is true of national programs for training 
workers, subsidizing industrial laboratories, housing 
immigrants, and foregoing taxes on various develop- 
ments which it is desired to encourage. 

Any government will have to be limited by the 
hard economic facts of available revenue, and these 
in turn will depend ultimately upon the productivity 
of the economy. It has not been the intention of this 
article to argue that the mere introduction of a policy 
of national planning will promptly solve all of Pal- 
estine’s problems. With the best will in the world, a 
governmental program will not per se remove all 
limitations upon the economic absorptive capacity of 
a country, or suddenly ensure successful permanent 
assimilation of millions of immigrants. uch factors 
as the available amount of land, natural resources, and 
capital, the ingenuity of the settlers, their skill and 
willingness to work, the degree to which modern 
technological expedients are utilized, are all funda- 
mental determinants of Palestine’s economic absorp- 
tive capacity, and of its prospects for survival. All 
these factors will also determine the financial limits to 
government subvention. The point is that along with 
these other determinants must be reckoned the policy 
of the political authority. 

A government willing and able to exercise its au- 
thority wisely can contribute enormously to national 
development. The extent to which it is willing and 
able to mobilize a country’s human and natural po- 
tentialities most effectively will be a vital determi- 
nant, therefore, of that country’s future. A favorable 
and competent political administration may be worth 
2,000,000 additional dunams of land, or five addi- 
tional inches of rainfall annually, or an additional 
$500,000,000 of capital, in determining Palestine’s 
absorptive capacity, and ability to survive. 
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The Jews of Vienna 


by Werner J. Cahnman 


ine EARLIER HISTORY of the Jews of Vienna 
knows two expulsions, in 1420 and'in 1670; but 
neither was so wide in scope and so catastrophic in its 
consequences as that which we have witnessed in our 
day. The third Jewish community of Vienna, growing 
at an increasing speed during the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries, had become the third largest 
Jewish community in Europe, and the focal point of 
almost all Jewish and anti-Jewish movements of our 
time. To review the fate of Vienna’s Jews means to 
review in a narrow compass the totality of Jewish 
problems and of Jewish-Gentile relations in the pe- 
riod of political “Emancipation” and after. 

The modern Jewish settlement in Vienna was 
founded as a settlement of “court-Jews.” One of the 
founders, Samuel Oppenheimer, of Rhenish origin, 
financed the wars of Prince Eugen—and ended in 
bankruptcy when the court found it impossible to 
repay its immense debts to him. The Portuguese Jew, 
Diego D’Aguilar, organized the tobacco monopoly of 
the government, Wertheimer and Hirschel the traf- 
fic in salt; others managed the Imperial mint, the 
municipal banking institute, the copper and cotton 
industries; and still others procured provisions for the 
army or imported luxuries. Around 1800, a privileged 
society of court-Jews was firmly entrenched in the 
social life of the city. Salomon Rothschild had be- 
come the financial consultant of Gentz and Metternich 
and, together with his brothers in Frankfort, Naples, 
Paris, and London, the sovereign ruler of the Euro- 
pean money market. 

From this commanding height downward devel- 
oped, in the time after the Congress of Vienna, a 
whole hierarchy of Jewish business. As Vienna grew 
more and more to be the wholesale market of the en- 
tire Danube basin, Jews from all parts of the mon- 
archy established themselves in the capital and soon 
assumed a leading position in the trade in agricul- 
tural products, liquor, wool, textiles, and metals. 
Peddlers and agents of all sorts crowded in. All this 
took place under a still precarious legal status. The 
wealthier of the Jewish merchants had to pay a high 
protection tax for the privilege of settlement, while 
the poorer ones preferred to stay only temporarily, 
leaving one city gate, after their permit had expired, 
and re-entering at another gate for a new term. After 
1848, when the last legal restrictions had fallen away, 
all dams against Jewish participation in economic af- 
fairs broke down. Jews became owners of real estate 
and retail stores, founders of joint-stock banks, de- 
partment stores, import and export firms, entertain- 
ment establishments, newspapers, and of many of the 
typically Viennese industries. With the capitalistic 
spirit nearly absent among the rank and file of the 


Viennese population, Jews developed almost into a 
commercial caste. 

Upon this background of economic prosperity, one 
may understand the power of assimilation. In addi- 
tion, a tolerant Catholicism, emanating from the 
court circles, permeated high society and, fused with 
the easy-going ways of the citizenry, created an atmos- 
phere wherein the principle of live and let live seemed 
on the surface to be the alpha and omega of human 
relations; though, in reality, the Jews were regarded 
merely as a necessary evil. Nonetheless, most of them 
availed themselves of the opportunity which presented 
itself without hesitation. Many rushed to the bap- 
tismal font, with the monied-nobility forming the 
advance guard. Even the staunch Judaism of the con- 
servative Viennese Rothschilds took on a peculiar 
flavor. Joseph Samuel Bloch reports that Prince Alois 
Liechtenstein, one of the leaders of the Christian So- 
cialists, once asked him how it was that he never 
met a Jew at the Rothschild receptions. Was there 
not a single man among the coryphees of Viennese 
Jewry who was worthy of Baron Rothschild’s com- 
pany? Bloch told this to Baron Nathaniel Rothschild, 
only to evoke the answer: “Al! right, from now on I 
will not invite Prince Liechtenstein any more!” 

One might justly say that it was the Viennese Jews 
who instructed the Gentiles as to what being a 
Viennese actually meant. It is no exaggeration to say 
that Viennese Jewish newspapermen invented the 
newspaper as a business enterprise, in contrast to the 
old-style European journals which had represented 
political convictions. But, on the other hand, it was 
likewise Jews, men like Ignaz Kuranda, Theodor 
Hertzka, and Karl Kraus, who courageously rowed 
against the stream and served the truth as they saw it. 
Nowhere in the world have Jews been more influ- 
ential in literature, and in the newspaper world, and 
nowhere in the world have they used their position 
less for the promotion of Jewish ends. The Wiener 
Neue Freie Presse, for decades the most widely read 
newspaper in the entire Habsburg monarchy, could 
make or break a public official. Its Jewish editorial 
writers, in the service of its Jewish publishers, could 
well talk a man to death; but they could also attempt 
to silence him to death, as Theodor Herzl’s experi- 
ence shows. The N. F. P. (for which Herzl was a 
feature writer through his life!) refused steadfastly 
for years to publicize the Zionist movement. 

Viennese Jewish history abounds in glorious names 
and medium talents in all fields of artistic and scien- 
tific endeavor. Among the composers as well as the 
promoters of the popular light opera and the sweetish 
Viennese song were many Jews. Jews were numerous 
among the world-renowned members of the Viennese 
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school of medicine. They were conspicuous among 
actors, writers, and critics. 

Theirs was an overflowingly individualistic world 
of interesting people, original personalities, sparkling 
with wit; but self-centered, plaintive, and embittered 
because “the other fellow” was lacking in apprecia- 
tion and cooperative spirit. An all-pervading skepti- 
cism spoiled the most intimate relationships. Every- 
body tried to smile, joke, and shrug away the desperate 
escapelessness of the situation in which the end of 
the old Habsburg Empire seemed more and more in- 
evitable, while nobody knew what was to come after- 
ward. All these men, with few exceptions, fled their 
own shadows: Schnitzler into skeptical neutrality, 
Hofmannsthal into aesthetic remoteness, Zweig into 
reasoned humanism, Lipiner and Werfel into Chris- 
tian mysticism, Altenberg and Kraus into corrod- 
ing criticism, Otto Weininger into self-hatred and 
self-destruction. Only a genius like Gustav Mahler 
succeeded in liberating himself, in his passionately 
mournful “Kindertotenlieder” and his Song of the 
Earth. No wonder that psycho-analysis was created in 
Vienna, by Viennese Jews and for Viennese Jews, in 
an effort to dig deep and to expose the roots of the 
evil. To be sure, the root of the evil was not, as Sig- 
mund Freud persuaded himself, “infantile sexuality.” 
The sophisticated Jews had cut themselves loose from 
their moorings and were drifting hopelessly along. 

‘It was in this atmosphere that Herzl’s fiery person- 
ality rose like a meteor. From there on grew a new 
feeling of belonging which has found its most con- 
vincing expression in Beer-Hoffmann’s “Schaflied fuer 
Mirjam.” In this little poem, the despair of loneliness 
is redeemed by the experience of communion with 
one’s own people. 

The religious development of Viennese Jewry can 
only be indicated briefly. Isaac Noe Mannheimer’s re- 
form at the beginning of the nineteenth century re- 
mained intrinsically conservative; while Salomon Sul- 
zer’s renewal of cantorial music evoked admiration 
mainly from perspicacious Gentiles such as Franz 
Liszt. A true religious liberalism was non-existent. 
Official Viennese Judaism represented an easy-going 
compromise between traditional performance and 
skeptical performers. Against indifference, greed, and 
scoffing doubt, even the best rabbinical leadership 
could make no headway. Neither Mannheimer’s spir- 
ited eloquence, nor Jellinek’s lofty idealism, nor 
Guedemann’s scholarly erudition prevailed. Only the 
constant immigration from Bohemia, Moravia, Slo- 
vakia, Hungary, Galicia, and Roumania preserved 
Jewish life and learning. Hungarian Jews gathered 
around the Aguda, Galician Jews adhered to the 
Mizrachi organizations. Side by side with the diluted 
humanitarianism of the official Judaism existed the 
“Stueblakh” of Khasidic rabbis from the East. Near 
Vienna, in Eisenstadt, stood the old Yeshiva where 
Azriel Hildesheimer taught. The science of Judaism 
was cultivated in the Israelitisch-Theologische Lehran- 
stalt, the community’s excellent library, and the He- 
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brew Paedagogium, where men like Isaac Hirsch 
Weiss, Aptowitzer, Kraus, Schwarz, Wachstein, H. D. 
Mueller, and other renowned Judaists and Orientalists 
held chairs. Finally, Vienna was the most important 
publishing center for Hebrew periodicals throughout 
the nineteenth century. 

The city of Vienna harbored one of the most 
heterogeneous Jewish communities that ever existed. 
Reliable estimates maintain that of about 170,000 
Jews (not including at least 90,000 baptized or other- 
wise estranged Jews, half-Jews, and quarter-Jews) 
who lived in Vienna in 1935, only about 50,000 were 
born of parents who had been born in Vienna. Forty 
thousand came from the small towns of Bohemia 
and Moravia and were easily assimilable to the first 
group. They came from originally German-speaking 
surroundings and represented a middle class group. 
Twenty thousand came from Slovakia and Hungary, 
and many of them were adherents of the Agudas Yis- 
roel, By far the largest group, about 60,000 people, 
came from the East, especially from Galicia and Buko- 
vina. These newcomers retained a group solidarity of 
their own and did not easily merge with the older 
groups of Jewish inhabitants. They became, however, 
increasingly important, first within the Zionist move- 
ment and then within the Jewish community as a 
whole, especially since one of them, Peretz Zvi Chajes 
of Brody, was made Chief Rabbi. We find their repre- 
sentatives in the end at the head of the “Kuwltusge- 
meinde.” 

Vienna is the birth-place of political Zionism, and 
understandably so. The old monarchy, with no nation- 
ality in a clear majority position, was rent asunder by 
nationality strife. The rebels of 1848 had naively as- 
sumed that political liberalism would solve all prob- 
lems. This unhistorical optimism foundered upon the 
shoals of East European reality, where peoples and 
races live so inextricably intertwined that dogmatic 
minds are driven to despair. The Viennese Jews found 
themselves confronted.with a slowly, but quite per- 
ceptibly, growing anti-Semitic movement which, to- 
ward the end of the nineteenth century, became a 
political power of the first order. Carl Lueger, the 
leader of the Christian Socialists, attained to the 
mayoralty of Vienna, utilizing middle class resent- 
ment against Jewish capitalists, and Catholic resent- 
ment against Jewish freethinkers. Georg von Schoen- 
erer’s movement was by far more radical. Its roots 
were anti-clerical and nationalistic. Schoenerer’s ad- 
herents dominated the universities. One of his 
most consistent pupils was Adolf Hitler. 

The reaction of Viennese Jewry to this menace 
went through various stages. In the heyday of liberal- 
ism, to be a German Liberal and a good Jew was 
considered to be one and the same thing. A good Jew 
could eat ritually forbidden foods, but he had to ad- 
here to the approved political creed. The Jewish Forty- 
Eighter, Adolf Fischhof, was expelled from the politi- 
cal arena when he attempted to advocate the demo- 
cratic cooperation of all nationalities in Austria; his 
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prediction that the alternative to democracy could 
only be anti-Semitism, was derided by the czars of the 
Jewish community. His pupil, Joseph S. Bloch, rabbi 
of Floridsdorf, was ostracized because he was elected 
to the Parliament under the auspices of the Polish 
Club. His sage advice was that the Jews should not 
identify themselves with any of the warring national- 
ities but defend themselves simply as Austrian Jews. 

Bloch was among the founders of the Oester- 
reichisch-Israelitische Union, one of the forerunners 
of the American Anti-Defamation League. There were 
other reactions than his, yet all of them flowed finally 
into the same broad stream. Men like Victor Adler 
and Otto Bauer, and many Jewish intellectuals with 
them, became militant socialists, making Austrian 
socialism one of the most brilliant socialist move- 
ments in pre-Hitler Europe. But these Austrian so- 
cialists became aware of the urgency of the national- 
ity problem sooner than socialists elsewhere, and the 
solution which they proposed recognized nationalities 
as established facts. Others, like Josef Popper-Lyn- 
keus, combined socialism with Jewish nationalism. 
The first Jewish-national student association in Cen- 
tral Europe, “Kadimah”, was founded in 1882, in the 
year of Fischhof’s final failure. Its founders were Jew- 
ish intellectuals from the East, like Nathan Birnbaum 
and Peretz Smolenskin, but Bloch used “Kadimah” 
as a platform, and Herzl, after the publication of the 
Tudenstaat’, found there his earliest and most ar- 
dent adherents. The founders of “Kadimah”, because 
of their derivation from the Galician and Russian 
Haskalah, were anti-religious in their interpretation 
of Judaism. They disregarded the Jewish festivals with 
the sole exception of Khannukah which they trans- 
formed from the celebration of a miracle into the 
national “Feast of the Maccabbees.” 


What was common to all these movements, 
Zionist and non-Zionist alike, was the recognition of 
the Jewish problem as a nationality problem. This was 
a clear conclusion from the situation as it had devel- 
oped in the Danubian countries, where every problem 
inevitably took on the flavor of a nationality conflict. 
For a while, national-cultural autonomy seemed at- 
tainable. But after the first World War, Austria, shorn 
of the Succession States, had become a purely German 
country, while the city of Vienna, torn from its natu- 
ral connections in the Danube basin, was declining 
rapidly as an economic center. Under these conditions, 
the Jews of Vienna found themselves in an increas- 
ingly precarious situation. Their political isolation 
was far from splendid and their economic raison 
d’etre slipped from under their feet. Herzl’s dictum, 
(which had been at the time no more than a predic- 
tion) that Jews form “a people — one people,” 
whether they like it or not, became more and more 
congruous with reality. The final catastrophe has 
made of a task which Herzl posited for his own 
generation, a column of fire in the night for his suc- 
cessors: that task is the organization of the exodus 
from Europe. 
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THE PROBLEM OF JEWISH INDEMNIFICATION 


INDEMNIFICATION & REPARATIONS: 
JEWIsH ASPECTS, by Nehemiah Rob- 
inson, New York, Institute of Jewish 
Affairs, 1944, pp. 302. Index, $2.50. 
The principle has been accepted by 

the United Nations that the Jews of 

Europe have a right to such special in- 

demnification after the war as their 

particularly hideous treatment during 
the past twelve years justifies. But to 
move from verbal acceptance of this 
general principle to legal substantiation 
of concrete claims and the establish- 
ment of working methods of their en- 
forcement will be an extraordinarily 
difficult task. This will be true, first, 
because the specific Jewish demands 
will have to be pursued in the political- 
diplomatic arena; the Jews must be 
prepared with a brief providing legal 
rationalization and detailed statements 
of financial damage for each one of the 
enormously complicated pattern of 
claims which will have to be asserted. 
The Jews will also have to be prepared 
to present a program for settlement of 
these demands. Even with complete 
agreement on general principles, the 
representatives at the peace conference 
will be completely incapable of re- 
solving the complicated legal, political, 
economic and administrative issues 
which constitute the problem of Jew- 
ish reparation. No other group will 
bother to prepare either the required 
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brief or the program; it is up to the 
Jews themselves to do so. These tasks 
call for an enormous amount of assid- 
uous research and hard thinking. 

The study of Indemnification and 
Reparations, Jewish Aspects, by Nehe- 
miah Robinson, represents an impor- 
tant contribution to the filling of these 
various needs. It pursues much of the 
preliminary research for the Jewish 
brief, along two lines, First it attempts 
to construct a thorough census of the 
looted wealth of European Jews. Sec- 
ondly, it weighs the legal bases at 
hand for the assertion of the Jewish 
case, in international and local law, in 
the legal pronouncements of the United 
Nations, jointly and severally. These 
two efforts make up roughly the first 
half of the book. 

In simple terms, the wealth of the 
Jewish population of the various coun- 
tries of Europe is estimated by apply- 
ing to the available figures of total 
national wealth (or national income, 
converted to estimates of wealth) the 
percentage which Jews made up of the 
total population, after making allow- 
ance-for the differences between the 
occupational distribution of Jews and 
non-Jews. In practice, the latter adjust- 
ment usually involves computation of 
the extent of disproportionate Jewish 
concentration in non-agricultural pur- 
suits, where average incomes are high- 
er. Little fault can be found with this 
procedure, on theoretical grounds. Nor 
can fault be found, in general, with Dr. 
Robinson's application of this meas- 
ure. His judgments seem fair; in in- 
dividual instances his decisions may 
be questioned, but one would be hard 
put to it to detect a bias in either direc- 
tion. 

However, the margin of error in 
such computations is so enormous that 
it may well be questioned whether 
the resultant estimates have any valid- 
ity at all. First of all, there are great 
gaps in the statistics; the basic data 
are incomplete and often unreliable. 
There is great variation in these re- 
spects from country to country. Second, 
there are great conceptual difficulties. 
Any economist will attest to the arbi- 
trariness of a definition of national 
wealth. Most of the assets involved 
never reach the market for impersonal 
evaluation by the market mechanism. 
Their value is a fiction, an imputation 
based upon the income derived there- 
from. Since the income varies from 
year to year, as does also the rate of 


imputation (ie, of capitalization), 
since, moreover, much of the “income” 
never passes through the market, tak- 
ing such immeasurable forms as sub- 
jective gratifications, there is no con- 
stant or reliable measure of the value 
of wealth. Finally, there is serious ob- 
jection to an attempt to add together 
value figures for individual countries, 
in a world where there was no longer 
the uniform measuring rod of an inter- 
national currency. 

Dr. Robinson fully realizes the pit- 
falls of the task he has set, and has no 
illusions about the value of his results. 
He carefully points out the sources of 
error, and discusses the conceptual dif- 
ficulties with clarity. But he recognizes 
also the need for his investigation, if 
only for propaganda purposes, and he 
has applied to the task an impressive 
volume of research; he has weighed an 
enormous amount of statistical data 
with ability and commendable scientific 
impartiality. Nothing more could reas- 
onably be expected. 

The section in which the author ex- 
amines the legal bases for the Jewish 
case is not polemical in tone; it sets 
out simply to evaluate the adequacy 
of existent recognized law to provide 
indemnity and reparation. Despite pro- 
nouncements of the United Nations as 
a group, and promulgations by govern- 
ments-in-exile, what he finds is not 
encouraging. Existing laws seem in- 
adequate to provide retribution for the 
unprecedented crimes of the Nazis, or 
reparation for their victims. The Nazis 
made their own law; so must the 
United Nations: 

“Positive international law seems 
unable to cope with these complicated 
situations. Indeed, the only possible so- 
lution seems to presuppose solving the 
totality of problems arising out of the 
war; and this solution will not be the 
result of existing international rules 
for the behavior of nations at war, 
but ad hoc stipulated provisions. This 
fact demonstrates that there are no 
adequate orthodox methods of dealing 
with such problems.” (p. 107) 

The pronouncements of individual 
members of the United Nations are 
analyzed seriatim; here again, while 
these pronouncements provide impor- 
tant bases for indemnification, great 
gaps and inadequacies are demon- 
strated, 

The remainder of the book is an 
edifying, detailed discussion of the 
problems of indemnification. This dis- 
cussion is not susceptible of easy sum- 
mary and evaluation; an enormous 
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number of separate problems and situ- 
ations are raised and dealt with in ju- 
dicious fashion.- Nor is it possible to 
point out specific conclusions, except 
to refer the reader to the excellent con- 
cluding chapter. A reviewer can only 
urge that those seriously concerned 
with these questions turn to this book 
for an illuminating survey of their 
manifold aspects. 

If there is one conclusion which may 
be drawn from Dr. Robinson’s book, 
it is the inevitability of a centralized 
United Nations handling of these along 
with all other problems of post-war 
reparations. This conclusion is based 
upon consideration alike of the legal 
bases for action, and of the enormous 
practical difficulties involved. 

“So far as the occupied nations are 
concerned, the analysis given above of 
their legislation has already indicated 
that the proposed legal measures are 
insufficient for Jewish needs. .. . 

“What is said above is true to an 
even greater degree of the situation in 
the Axis nations... . 

“These trends and needs lead to the 
conclusion that the delooting and com- 
pensation of the Jews must and can 
be directed from one center, in the 
‘ same way as the anti-Jewish activities 
were conducted practically from a sin- 
gle source, Germany. This center can 
only be a special organization for Jew- 
ish indemnification problems created 
either by the Great Powers or by the 
projected broader organization for the 
preservation of peace (‘United Na- 
tions’), whatever its functions.” (pp. 
247-8, 250). 

Consideration of the insufferable an- 
tagonisms and frictions which would 
be entailed in trying to unravel the 
maze of transactions of the past few 
years, of doing justice both to the de- 
spoiled and to those who have in good 
faith become beneficiaries of Jewish 
property (see, for example, p. 137 and 
ff), the confusion and delay of piece- 
meal solutions; in particular, the con- 
fusion and delay which would be en- 
tailed if the unravelling were to be left 
to the processes of private litigation 
(see p. 160 ff)—clearly dictates a uni- 
form, centralized approach, in the in- 
terest of justice and efficiency. Such a 
centralized approach would mean es- 
pecially constituted commissions or 
tribunals in individual Allied coun- 
tries, and international organizations 
(of both the United Nations as execu- 
tors and the Jews, as beneficiaries) to 
handle the enormous problems which 
transcend national boundaries (see pp. 
155, 186-7, and, on the proposed Jew- 
- Agency for Reconstruction, 256- 

2). 

There are other more basic conclu- 


sions which seem to the reviewer to 
follow logically from what is said in 
this book, conclusions which Dr. Rob- 
inson might very well be unwilling to 
accept. The sufferings of the Jews were 
imposed upon them gua Jews, not as 
Poles, Czechs, or Frenchmen. This 
makes it perfectly logical that indem- 
nification be attacked as a Jewish prob- 
lem, in part, and not merely as a Po- 
lish, Czechoslovak, French problem. 
However, the method of attack must 
not be such as to widen the gap be- 
tween Jews and non-Jews; this is a 
manifest danger. The Jews less than 
any other people affected by the war 
will be able to return to their “normal” 
lives of pre-war years. This will be 
true not only because only a fraction 
of them survive. It will be true also 
because the Nazi philosophy, which 
was but an intensification of anti-Semi- 
tism already widespread, has left per- 
manent imprints upon the mind of Eu- 
rope. And the antagonisms and irrita- 
tions created by a program of complete 
compensation to Jews for what they 
have suffered may intensify that feel- 
ing, and make it even more difficult 
for Jews to return to “normal.” Their 
property has been distributed to others; 
it will not be easy to unravel the in- 
volved chains of transfers which have 
followed spoliation; and it will be im- 
possible to reverse these processes with- 
out injuring others, some perhaps in- 
nocent of any crime against the former 
owners, 

Moreover, wealth and lives have 
been destroyed on balance, on an enor- 
mous scale. To give back to the Jews 
who remain all that the total Jewish 
population of Europe has lost, or the 
equivalent thereof, would make them, 
in the eyes of their fellow Europeans, 
a privileged class, enjoying a preferen- 
tial and disproportionate share of Eu- 
rope’s future income. Indemnification, 
Dr. Robinson says, “must be total, i.e., 
must provide . . . for all measures nec- 
essary to restore the Jews to the same 
or similar positions occupied before 
the exceptional measures were ap- 
plied.” (p. 251). But all Europe has 
suffered loss, on balance; why, others 
may ask, should the Jews be restored 
completely to pre-war wealth and sta- 
tus, when this will be impossible for 
all others? Again, “If the Jewish owned 
property consisted of cash, bank depos- 
its, loans in any form, or other com- 
mercial instruments (e.g., state obli- 
gations), and insurance, devaluation 
of currency must be taken into account 
in order to provide full indemnifica- 
tion.” (p. 252). But all owners of such 
property will have lost much of the 
real value thereof through inflation; 
why should the Jews alone be specially 


27 


compensated for this economic disease 
which struck Jews and non-Jews in- 
discriminately? A final example: “Loss- 
es in health, limb and life suffered by 
the Jews . . . must be compensated. 
Every loss which occurred during the 
period when exceptional measures were 
binding is compensable, regardless of 
where it occurred, unless proven to be 
due to natural causes.” (p. 254). But 
Frenchmen, Czechs, and Russians, have 
also lost health, life, and limb; surely 
the Jews may not expect special treat- 
ment for their losses in this regard. 
Where they suffered as Jews, they de- 
serve equivalent special indemnifica- 
tion. But where they suffered impar- 
tially from inflation and war, any 
attempt to restore them completely to 
pre-war status would be economically 
difficult and politically intolerable. 

Each of the underlying assumptions 
of Dr. Robinson’s study is therefore 
open to serious question as a basis for 
future action. The immensity and com- 
plexity of the statistical task of attempt- 
ing to determine “damages”, in total 
and case by case, as we have seen, cast 
serious doubt upon the practical ap- 
plicability of his measure of financial 
loss. Procedure according to existing 
laws, he has found, offers little hope 
of adequate restitution. National and 
supra-national administration of indem- 
nification, which he advocates, will not 
obliterate the practical difficulties of 
actually putting indemnification and 
reparation into effect. Finally, as we 
have noted, the political obstacles and 
dangers to an adequate program of in- 
demnification will be enormous. 

The logical consequences of such 
considerations, it seems to the review- 
er, is that restoration, total indemnifi- 
cation of losses, as advocated by Dr. 
Robinson, does not offer the most hope- 
ful solution to the problem of Europe’s 
Jews after the war. What will be rele- 
vant will be not the Josses of the 6,000- 
000 who lived in 1939, but the needs 
of those who remain. Complete res- 
toration of the status quo ante is im- 
possible, not only for those who have 
died, but for many or most of those 
who still live. The latter will not be 
accorded the right to all that was once 
owned by the 6,000,000; what they 
may reasonably and justly expect is the 
right to a decent new life in the future. 


-To put it succinctly, the proper and 


only hopeful criterion for reparation 
is need, not loss. And this claim may 
be asserted on the basis of moral right, 
not of existent statutory law. 

The centralized agencies which Dr. 
Robinson advocates will be essential 
in such a program as well. It will re- 
quire a United Nations political or- 
ganization, and an International Bank, 
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on the one hand, and a responsible 
centralized Jewish Agency for Recon- 
struction, on the other, to organize, 
finance, and administer the rebuilding 
of Jewish life. Such agencies will be 
scarcely more successful than tradi- 
tional legal procedures in unscrambl- 
ing the maze of individual transactions 
since the dispossession of the Jews, in 
order to restore to each what he pre- 
viously owned. But they will be emi- 
nently suited to settle the Jewish claim 
to the future productive power of Eu- 
rope on a general basis, and, on the 
basis of this claim, to offer to accept 
immediate financial assistance for the 
building of Jewish communities and a 
healthy milieu for those who remain, 
and for their children. 


The Zionist argument thus derives 
indirect support from this book, al- 
though Dr. Robinson reaches no such 
definite conclusion. For while other 
methods of indemnification, attempt- 
ing to restore the status quo, will suffer 
from being piece-meal, complex, in- 
credibly difficult, productive of fric- 
tions and antagonisms, and inefficient, 
mass settlement in Palestine will pro- 
vide a workable, efficient general an- 
swer to the problem. The cost of 
transporting, housing, and re-training 


those Jews of Europe who wish to go 
to Palestine, the cost of a program of 
national development to establish a 
firm economic basis for the new set- 


‘tlers—these costs can be estimated, 


settled on general terms by the United 
Nations, and administered in detail by 
the Jewish Agency for Reconstruction. 
Here is the required constructive cri- 
terion of need, rather than the back- 
ward-looking criterion of loss, which 
provides the only workable answer to 
the problem of indemnification. 
These comments are not intended 
as a criticism of Dr. Robinson’s book. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


He has done an excellent job of survey- 
ing the problems; he has made an ex- 
cellent start in preparing the economic 
and legal case which will have to be 
presented. He has written a primer on 
the problems of Jewish indemnifica- 
tion. It is to be hoped that, having 
done so much of the necessary spade 
work, he may be now formulating the 
concrete plans and proposals directed 
toward the goal upon which all must 
agree: the provision for the Jews of 
Europe of whatever may be necessary 
for a healthy, decent life in the future. 
A. E. KAHN 


WEIZMANN FROM THIRTY ANGLES 


CHAIM WEIZMANN—Edited by Meyer 
W. Weisgal. Dial Press, New York. 


Published on the occasion of Dr. 
Weizmann’s seventieth birthday, this 
volume contains a series of about thirty 
essays, by as many contributors, each 
discussing some aspect of the myriad- 
minded personality of the President of 
the World Zionist Organization. Weiz- 
mann as statesman, Weizmann as wit, 
Weizmann as propagandist, as ambas- 
sador, as folk-representative, as tax-col- 


lector, as master of the informal 
causerte—all of these functions and 
roles occasion the varied appreciations 
which fill the book, and which, taken 
together, succeed in giving a rather 
complete, if unshadowed, portrait of 
the versatile doctor. Even essays on 
Weizmann as scientist are included — 
essays, by Speakman, Ipatieff, and Fei- 
ser, sufficiently replete with technical 
argot and formulae esoteric to impress, 
if not to edify, the average reader. Their 
inclusion in the volume, together with 
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a scientific bibliography, seemed to us 
somewhat supererogatory, an unmis- 
takable revelation of Weisgal’s editorial 
ingenuity. 

It is no wonder, therefore, consider- 
ing the number of collaborators who 
join in this volume that the book- 
reviewers, particularly those of the non- 
Jewish press, have been at a loss as to 
how to treat these encyclopedic ver- 
sions of a single biography. No doubt 
the book appeared to them like the 
challenge of a symphony all of solos 
composed. Many, it would seem, avoided 
the obvious duty of making a roll-call 
of contributors by themselves writing, 
in place of review, a thirty-first essay 
on Weizmann. It is a tradition, and a 
technique, that goes all the way back 
to Macaulay, and who would say, in 
this instance, that it is not good for 
Jews? 


It must be stated forthwith that all 
of the book’s prose is laudatory, if not 
panegyrical. Dr. Weizmann, it is true, 
has at times been subjected to criti- 
cism, but, rightly enough, you will not 
find it here. This is an anthology in the 
Greek sense—for a birthday, a collec- 
tion of flowers. The nearest approach 
to objective appraisal, indeed, appears 
in the essay of Dr. Stephen Wise, 
which, while it accentuates the positive, 
recognizes, if even only by sidelong 
glance, the existence of biographia not 
entirely approved. Another contributor, 
apparently fearful lest he “altogether 
bless” devotes half his essay to a re- 
capitulation of the headnotes of Jewish 
history. But, by and large, the book is 
one of congratulation; prepared, as it 
was, for celebrative occasion, it could 
not and should not have been other- 
wise. And it is a tribute to the person- 
ality of Dr. Weizmann that although 
everybody praises, he is still fascinating. 

Indeed, despite the fact that the con- 
tributors, like the translators of the 
Septuagint, worked in separate cubicles, 
and on distinct themes, their respective 
analyses, strangely enough, all empha- 
size a common set of characteristics. 
Considering the status of the authors of 
these treatises, this phenomenon is to 
be attributed rather to the intrinsic 
compulsion of their subject, than to the 
sotto voce persuasion of their editor. 


In the first place, almost everybody 
makes reference, direct or oblique, to 
Dr. Weizmann’s irresistible charm. In 
speaking of him, the writers invariably 
speak as if emerging from a spell. Miss 
Freda Kirchwey, in an article which is 
at once an appraisal and a sort of 
apology for The Nation’s sometime 
policy, refers to Weizmann’s “sophis- 
tication in depth”—a splendid charac- 
terization. S. N. Behrman’s essay: “Zion 
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comes to Culver City” perhaps the most 
original in the volume because the least 
umbilical to earlier Zionist writing, is 
a scintillating tribute to a scintillating 
man. In “Leaves from a‘Diary” by Dr. 
Israel Goldstein, the impression of Dr. 
Weizmann’s charm is felt even in ab- 
sentia. And Pierre van Paassen quotes 
Guignebert who considers Weizmann 
the ideal type—of Frenchman!—“in 
whom there lives, side by side with the 
most modern forms of thought, with a 
vast culture and a cosmopolitan allure, 
an ancient Hebraic instinct and ideal 
through which he exercises a double in- 
fluence on his time, as an artist-techni- 
cian and as a prophet.” Thus, the total 
impression given is that while Dr. 
Weizmann’s opposite number in the 
Arab world, if such there be, may fas- 
cinate with a turban, Weizmann fasci- 
nates with a brain. 


The second impression left by the 
distinguished writers who collaborated 
in this volume, is that of the reciprocal 
identification of Weizmann and the 
Jewish people. It is as if Weizmann 
himself, to misuse a term we have al- 
most learned from Mr. Ipatieff’s essay, 
were a polycyclic compound of Jew- 
ish thinking and aspiration. Upon this 
identification, so paradoxical in its es- 
sence, Maurice Samuel, that most ex- 
cellent psychologist of the mass-mind, 
bases his very illuminating essay “Of 
Jewish Folk Statesmanship.” Mr. Jacob 
Fishman states the case more baldly; 
he titles his paragraphs “.. . Like the 
Rest of Us.” Dr. Weizmann is indeed 
what the average Jew would want to 
be if he were above the average. Be- 
cause of this mutuality it is not surpris- 
ing that in all ideological conflicts in 
which Weizmann was involved, it was 
Weizmann, and not his opponents, who 
could always rely upon the support of 
the Jewish masses. The formula, indeed, 
is simple: he understands them, and 
they trust him. Nor was this relation- 
ship confined to but one country: Mr. 
Louis Lipsky, in an essay which is as 
distinguished for its perspective as for 
its detail, shows clearly how Weizmann 
served as the bond between two worlds 
— America and Europe, worlds sepa- 
rated from each other not only by the 
yawn of space, but also by the gape of 
misunderstanding. 


It would be wrong, of course, to 
imagine that the writers of this vol- 
ume hold Dr. Weizmann up as no more 
than the reflecting mirror of his peo- 
ple. A mirror does not quarrel with its 
image; and Dr. Weizmann frequently 
did. More, often until his subject as- 
sumed an attitude and an appearance 
suitable for his mirroring, he simply 
refused to mirror. Dr. Goldman, in 
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writing about Weizmann and the Zion- 
ist Congress, shrewdly analyzes the 
give-and-take of a relationship, at times 
centrifugal, at times centripetal. Usu- 
ally, of course, it was Weizmann who 
dominated; apt indeed is the epithet 
which Ludwig Lewisohn bestows upon 
him—the leader as transformer. 


There is yet a third characteristic 
which most of the essays enjoy in com- 
mon, and that is, that although they 
are written for a seventieth birthday, 
there inheres in them, unexpressed but 
nonetheless compelling, a certain ex- 
pectancy, a trusting wishfulness, an 
anticipation of great deeds yet to be 
done. The impression is that of a sort 
of interregnum volume, it makes a 
jubilee pause, and is recognized as be- 
ing but an introduction to the Weiz- 
mann memoirs that are to come much 
later. In this attitude, the writers cer- 
tainly, and laudably, cater to the desires 
of their readers. 


One can not leave unmentioned the 
fact that with true editorial inspiration, 
Mr. Weizgal has included in the book 
the twenty-five page statement which 
Dr. Weizmann made before the Pales- 
tine Royal Commission in Jerusalem, 
in 1936. It is as if the editor were 
saying: You have read what those who 
know Dr. Weizmann, do think of him: 
Now, for yourselves, see their evalua- 
tion justified. For certainly in this 
apologia pro vita sua, one can find 
exemplified in a single document all 
of those qualities for which Weizmann 
is cherished — his passion for Eretz 
Israel, his love of his people, his logic, 
his wit, his diplomatic finesse, even his 
scientific thought-processes, here ap- 
plied to formulations political. 


With a charming epilogue, which 
breathes both love and admiration for 
his subject, Mr. Weisgal concludes the 
book. Assuredly he has performed an 
original Boswellian tour de force; like 
the great impressario which he is, he 
has brought together a most versatile 
and distinguished dramatis personae 
and has succeeded in presenting a new 
version of an earlier undertaking: the 
Romance of a People now considered as 
the Romance of a Person. 


There are among our people thou- 
sands of Jews who must perforce from 
afar watch and admire Dr. Weizmann. 
How happy and blessed they would feel 
if it were vouchsafed to them to ap- 
proach more closely to the presence of 
“the uncrowned King of the Jews!” 
Unfortunately, this is impossible. We 
have no hesitation however, in recom- 
mending this volume as the thing next 
best to such felicity. 

A. M. KLEIN 
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